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        [ Press-cuttings digest ]



* UK: _Pupils to get scare lessons on vice_
* UK: _Pupils use Net to falsely accuse teachers_
* UK: _The number of fat kids in the UK has officially doubled_

* Netherlands: _Brongersma's doctor reported cleared of all charges_

* USA: _Boy faces jail for slapping girl's bottom_
* USA: new law

* Canada: _Quebec singer Garou weathers prosecution, prepares for tour_
* South America: _President slams US media over child sex claims_

* Security: _4C retreats in hard-disk ID storm_

_A reader writes about the _"Jenny Jones Show"_
_A Child's Sexual Bill of Rights_

Letters to the press





UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

24th December 2000

_Pupils to get scare lessons on vice_

CHILDREN as young as 11 are to be taught about pimps,
prostitutes and rent boys through a teaching pack for
schools created by the charity Barnardo's.

The pack, called Things We Don't Talk About, aims to
prevent girls from becoming child prostitutes.  It
includes a video showing a 14-year-old girl being
beaten and sold for sex.

Pupils are to be shown photographs of a man and a woman
and told that although they could represent a "friend",
"doctor" or "bus driver", each could equally be the
face of a paedophile, murderer or rapist.

Barnardo's will market the 55 UK pound pack to schools
around the country in January.

--------------------------------------------------------





UK:
--------------------------------------------------------

27th December 2000

_Pupils use Net to falsely accuse teachers_

Several teachers from different schools have been
targeted by malicious allegations posted on the
internet by their pupils.  Some have been falsely
accused of paedophilia, a teaching union said.

The Scottish Secondary Teachers' Association said that
the sites have caused great distress.  Barbara Clark,
the union's assistant general secretary, said she knew
of at least five cases of libellous websites, but
feared it might be only the tip of the iceberg.  The
teachers, who became targets after unwittingly
slighting pupils, only found out about the sites when
they were told by other people.

Mrs Clark said: "We would like to take action through
criminal courts by making a complaint to the police but
at the very least we will pursue compensation money."

--------------------------------------------------------





UK: statistics:
--------------------------------------------------------

In October 2000 there were 5,640 people in prison for
sexual offences including 620 in jail on remand
awaiting trial.

In the past five years the prison population had risen
from 44,000 to 66,000.  It is likely to continue rising
for the next two years.

--------------------------------------------------------





UK: statistics:
--------------------------------------------------------

January 2000

_The number of fat kids in the UK has doubled_

A study, released by researchers at King's College
London, looked at kids between four and eleven over a
twenty year period, and found that the number of girls
classed as overweight had gone up by 50 per cent, while
the number of boys in the same category had doubled.

Between 1984 and 1994 the researchers weighed more than
30,000 children.  In 1984 just five per cent of boys
and 9.3 per cent of girls were overweight, about the
same as ten years earlier.  By 1994 however, the
numbers had risen to nine and 13.5 per cent
respectively.

One of the study's authors, Sue Chinn, said that kids
were getting fatter because they were not exercising
enough.

Children are no longer allowed to walk to school, many
school playing fields had been sold off for housing in
the 80s and 90s, and school break times are being cut
or abolished altogether.

--------------------------------------------------------





News from the Netherlands:
--------------------------------------------------------

December 2000

A reader writes: "You may remember that police had
charged the doctor who helped Brongersma [famous
pro-paedophilia campaigner in the Netherlands] with his
euthanasia.  The doctor has now been acquitted of all
charges against him.

Doctors [in the Netherlands] may legally help their
patients commit euthanasia when they ask for it and
they are suffering without a hope that this suffering
will end.  But in this case the police allegedly wanted
to "set an example"."

--------------------------------------------------------





USA:
--------------------------------------------------------

3rd January 2001

_Boy faces jail for slapping girl's bottom_

A schoolboy who slapped a girl on the bottom [US: ass]
for a joke is facing two years in a juvenile prison for
sexual harassment.

The 13-year-old girl, a classmate, did not complain.
But a teacher who saw the incident at Espanola Middle
School in northern New Mexico reported it to the
police.

The authorities are considering charging the
13-year-old boy with criminal sexual contact, although
the mother of the girl said she would not have pressed
charges.  She said: "It was only a slap on the butt.
Cheeky boys have been doing that for years."  The
mother of the boy involved said: "It's political
correctness gone mad."

Police are using forensic scientists on the girl to
determine the force of the alleged slap to decide whether
to charge the boy with criminal sexual contact or merely
assault and battery.

--------------------------------------------------------





Canada:
--------------------------------------------------------

27th December 2000

_Quebec singer Garou weathers prosecution, prepares for tour_

Since Garou's _Seul_ CD was released on Nov. 7, it has
sold more than 300,000 copies worldwide, and has been
rated the No.  2 best-selling album in Quebec, No.  7
in France and No.  9 in Canada.

The French campaigning group La Voix de l'Enfant [The
Voice of The Child] says the _Suel_ song Criminel, in
which Garou sings about the attraction of an older man
to a 14-year-old girl, celebrates pedophilia - and
yesterday began legal action in a French court.

A judge will consider over the next few days how to
proceed.

--

Garou's Seul is on the Sony label, and is now on a
national tour of performances.

--------------------------------------------------------





USA:
--------------------------------------------------------

24th December 2000

OHIO -- Prosecutors have won a court order requiring a
judge to hold hearings to determine whether several
inmates should be classified as sexual predators.

Judge Burt Griffin of Cuyahoga County Common Pleas
Court has refused to have hearings for inmates
sentenced before the law took effect.  He has said the
proceedings would be unconstitutional.

But the 8th Ohio District Court of Appeals disagreed in
a ruling last week.  The court ordered Griffin to hold
hearings in 14 cases or rule that the defendants do not
fit the sex-offender classifications without holding a
hearing.

People convicted of certain sexually orientation crimes
under Ohio's sexual-predator law are automatically and
without a hearing classified as sexual predators,
habitual sex offenders or sexually oriented offenders.
But people convicted or sentenced before the law took
effect must be given a hearing before being labeled.

Griffin has ruled since 1997 that the hearings would
violate an inmate's constitutional right to due
process.  He also has said it would be a violation of
the separation of powers by forcing him to perform
duties outside his role as a judge.  He believes prison
officials -- not a judge -- should determine the status
of an inmate.

--------------------------------------------------------






USA: new law:
--------------------------------------------------------

January 2001:

California: Adults who "lure a minor away from home" by
using the Internet, telephone or "any other means" can
be charged with a misdemeanour and fined.  (AB 2021 by
Assemblyman Darrell Steinberg, D-Sacramento.)

--------------------------------------------------------

  [ Does that mean a cinema advert "luring" children
    down to the local cinema counts as a "misdemeanour"?
    Or that the jingle on an ice-cream street-vendor's van
    counts as a "lure" bringing kids out of their house?
    Some free-speech issues involved here, I would have
    thought ? ]






South America:
--------------------------------------------------------

31st December 2000

_President slams US media over child sex claims_

President Miguel Angel Rodriguez's government, enraged
by a series of international media reports alleging a
child-sex industry in the country, has criticised
campaigning groups and the U.S. news media for falsifying
statistics in what he calls a concerted effort to damage
his country's image.

"The truth is that this subject has me furious,"
Rodriguez said recently.  "Now is the time when all
Costa Ricans must unite to defend the dignity of this
country."

Rodriguez has criticized many of the stories in the
past, but the latest - broadcast Dec. 8 on ABC's 20/20
and shown Dec. 18 in Costa Rica with Spanish subtitles
- caused the president to call a series of strongly
worded news conferences.

Rodriguez and his cabinet members have accused ABC and
other news media of falsifying statistics on the
numbers of underage prostitutes.

His government says Bruce Harris, a child-welfare
advocate, is masterminding an international campaign to
vilify Costa Rica.

Monica Nagel, the justice minister, added that by
publicizing Costa Rica's alleged juvenile sex trade,
Harris was encouraging pedophiles to visit.

"What we need is Harris working in Costa Rica, not
promoting sex tourism and defaming the country...  He
just says these things to raise money for his group,"
she said.

President Rodriguez has even threatened to send a
formal diplomatic note to the U.S. government.  He has
stated that there are no more than "20 or 30" underage
prostitutes in Costa Rica.

--------------------------------------------------------




Security:
--------------------------------------------------------

December 2000

_4C retreats in hard-disk ID storm_

A plan to add secret unique ID's into the ATA hard-disk
standard - at the behest of copyright lawyers - was
first revealed shortly before Christmas.

It has since generated a storm of public protest,
condemnation of the idea of 'pay-per-read' disk drives,
and a call for boycotts of the hardware vendors from
EFF co-founder John Gilmore.

Now the 4C group of computer component makers is to
consider modifications to its proposed ID mechanism,
handing a degree of control back to the end user.

Under new proposals submitted to 4C by Linux IDE guru
Andre Hedrick, users would be able to control the ID's
use.

"Users will be able to turn it off and lock it off, so
effectively it's not there anymore," he says.

LinuxJournal has already published Hedrick's proposal
in detail, [http://www2.linuxjournal.com/articles/briefs/0074.html].

Intel is aware of the proposals and a formal statement
is expected from 4C members (comprising Intel, IBM,
Matsushita and Toshiba) in support the proposal later
this week.

Hedrick represents the Linux community on the ATA
committee, and says that while remaining an opponent of
what he characterises as the "Hollywood SEWER", and the
ID mechanism in particular, the likelihood of a defeat
at February's vote has forced him to look at ways to
mitigate its most harmful effects.

--------------------------------------------------------




US TV:
--------------------------------------------------------

December 2000

A reader writes about the _"Jenny Jones Show"_:

"Usually on that show (and others like it), teen girls
who dress sexy and enjoy sex with older men are
pilloried like the plague, and sent off to boot camp
for "corrective behaviour modification."  Well, I was
pleasantly shocked by what I saw on that show today.
It first started out as a typical "woman who use their
sexiness to play men for money" episode.  Ho hum, I
thought... yet another episode devoted to showing older
women strutting their wears in sexy clothing and
glorifying the gold digger mentality.

However, a stronger and separate issue appeared.  Jenny
Jones announced her next guest, which was a woman in
her late 30's who dressed sexy to play men and get
money from them ("eeeeeuuuuwwww", I thought... at least
that "chick" wouldn't get my money!).  However, next
Jenny announced "what's more, she is teaching her 13
year old daughter to do exactly the same"!  Now, she
had my attention!  Mother and daughter were introduced,
and while mom looked even worse then I thought she
would (especially in her "sexy" clothes), her 13 year
old daughter had an amazing body that only an early
pubescent girl can have, and looked *beyond incredible*
in a bikini top!

Well, the mother went on to describe how she teaches
her daughter to play men for money, and even "steals
her boyfriends from her".  Whoa!  Well, Jenny asked the
daughter, "how old is the oldest guy you ever
'played'"?  The girl replied, "35"!  Whoa!  And her mom
actually clapped and smiled proudly rather then crying
and asking the host to "help" her daughter.  Whoa!  And
the audience didn't boo and bitch, and Jenny didn't
pontificate over how "wrong" that was, and not a drill
sergeant, "motivational speaker" or politically correct
psychologist in sight!  This woman was actually proud
of the fact that her daughter was sexy, and that she
was attracted to older men!  In this day and age, in
the U.S. and in *this* political climate?  May wonders
never cease!

In fact, the mom pointed out that it was her daughter,
through flaunting her sexiness, that ran the show in
those encounters, and not the guys who "dominated" the
situation.  This displayed the possibility that the
younger partner may in fact dominate the situation."

--------------------------------------------------------





31st December 2000:
--------------------------------------------------------

A Reader writes:


_A Child's Sexual Bill of Rights_

 Whereas a child's sexuality is just as much a part of
his/her whole person from birth as the blood that flows
in his/her veins, making his/her sexual inherent and
inalienable, and

 Whereas the United Nations Organization proclaimed a
Universal Declaration of Human Rights in 1948, stating
everyone is entitled to all the rights and freedoms
encompassed in this Declaration without discrimination
of any kind, such as race, color, sex, language,
religious opinion, national or social origin, birth or
other status, and

 Whereas a Declaration of the Rights of the Child was
proclaimed by UNO in 1959, but no mention was made of
the sexual needs and rights of children, and

 Whereas a child not allowed to express all the
instinctive desires nature endowed him/her with becomes
an unhappy, frustrated, antisocial being and potential
criminal, and

 Whereas it is time the people of the United States and
their lawmakers recognise these facts of life and act
accordingly.

   Therefore the following inalienable rights are
specifically set forth, to be implemented by
appropriate legislation on a national and state level,
and measures taken for the re-education of the
citizenry in every part of the United States, this
education to be available free to every citizen,
whether school child or adult:

1. Legal Protection - Every child shall be legally
protected in his/her sexual rights regardless of age or
status as a legal minor.

2. Child's right to his/her own person - Every child
has the right to privacy for his/her own personal
thoughts, ideas, dreams, and exploration of his/her own
body without any kind of adult interference, directly
or indirectly expressed.

3. Sex Information - Every child has the right to
accurate sex information and to be protected from sex
misinformation as soon as he/she is able to understand
this information in simple terms.

4. Emotional growth - Each child has the right to grow
mentally, physically, emotionally, sexually and
spiritually as a free, uncrippled happy person in
security so he/she will be tolerant and appreciative of
other individuals and their sexuality.

5. Sexual pleasures - Each child has the right to fully
enjoy the sensual pleasures he/she may feel without
guilt or shame.

6. Learning the arts of love - All children have the
right to learn the arts of love beginning at any age
he/she is able to understand, just as he/she is
entitled to learn any other art or skill.

7. Choice of a sex partner - Every child has the right
to loving relationships, including sexual, with any
adult or child he/she may choose, and shall be
protected and aided in doing so by being provided with
contraceptives and aids to prevent venereal disease.

8. Protection from sexual suppression - Each child has
the right to be protected from any form of sex
suppression at home or in society so that in adulthood
he/she will be capable of living his/her sex life
according to his/her natural desires and not according
to the dictates of tradition.

--------------------------------------------------------





Letters published by the Times Educational Supplement:
--------------------------------------------------------

The article "Net porn alert on pupils in PE kit"
highlights the extremes to which some people 'are
prepared' to go to impose their view of "political
correctness".  If we follow this to its logical
conclusion, the old team photographs of pupils in
shorts will be removed from school corridors, PE
textbooks will need to be re-written and many excellent
films will be banned, such as _Lord of the Flies_ and
_Billy Elliot_.

Soon we will be like Saudi Arabia, where any newspaper
photographs showing women's legs are blacked out by
censors.

Surely children can be protected without stooping to
this puritanism?  I suppose the next thing will be a
campaign to destroy undraped ornamental cherubs!

--

[ In answer to the prompt "Should under-16 schoolgirls
be given the contraceptive pill? ]

Yes.  We will always need pills - and other hand-wringing
'emergency measures' - for under 16s, if we continue to
feed children only moral messages about "abstinence".

Instead we should teach safe-sex techniques like mutual
masturbation, frottage, fellatio and cunnilingus.  Sex
educators would discuss sexual pleasure and desire,
which is now absolutely verboten (Head Teacher hauled
before the governors, tabloid headlines).  In the USA a
few years ago, Joycelyn Elders found out just how
forbidden talking about pleasure is.  She casually
mentioned that because everyone masturbates, perhaps
masturbation should be taught to children.  Faster than
you could say "Jack Straw," she was fired as Surgeon
General.

But what is it about having loving safe-sex that
uniquely prevents children from getting an education?
Any more than, say, an avid interest in cross-country
motorbike scrambling or stage dancing?  Nothing.  So
let's put aside the sexual prudery and let our children
live safely and pleasurably.

--------------------------------------------------------





UK press article of note:
--------------------------------------------------------

_The Minority It's OK To Hate_
Andrew Gimson
The Spectator magazine, 30 Dec 2000, pages 16-17.

--------------------------------------------------------





--
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'Sanctuary' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

From the bell hooks article mentioned 12/31/00:

...

>Rather than perceiving desire between faculty and students as
>always dangerous, negative and destructive, what does it mean
>for us to consider the positive uses of that desire, the way
>the erotic can serve to enhance self-actualization and growth.
>We hear much more about the way in which individuals have abused
>power in faculty/students relations where there is erotic
>engagement. We rarely hear anything about the ways erotic
>desire between teacher and student enhances individual growth.
>We do not hear about the affectionate bonds that spring from
>erotic encounters which challenge conventional notions of what
>is appropriate behavior.

...

>Passionate pedagogy in any setting is likely to spark erotic
>energy. It cannot be policed or outlawed. This erotic energy
>can be used in constructive ways both in individual relationships
>and in the classroom setting. Just as it is important that we be
>vigilant in challenging abuses of power wherein the erotic becomes
>a terrain of exploitation, it is equally important to recognize
>that space where erotic interaction is enabling and positively
>transforming.

    http://www.zmag.org/zmag/articles/Mar96Hooks.htm

...

'Sanctuary' again:

This is a key to me.  Those adults who are simply out
for their own desires are what give those of us who
want to see children grow, develop, and enjoy life a
bad name.  I am glad to see that there are still people
around who are willing to think this issue though and
not just react with stereotypical prejudices.  Of
course, this article is about 18+ university students.
I wonder if she would be able to give the same
considerations to the lower grades?

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------





'Rawdog' writes:
------------------------------------------------

'Yuri' wrote:
>where there is a professional
>relationship of unequal positions that, IMHO, precludes
>a personal romantic relationship.

It is easy to make proclamations of this kind until you
meet someone in this situation who takes your breath
away.  Then you can postulate all you want.  The
reality of the situation is that if two human beings
are drawn inexorably together, position and/or age
become meaningless.

> that is what I was trying to say, even if
>I didn't say it very well.  It is actual abuse of power
>which should be punished criminally.

Of course if power is abused that should be punished.
Yes, 'Kim' has the law to protect her from unwanted
advances.  But what if 'Kim' makes the advances?  You
may say it is unethical for the teacher to respond, but
ethics is not a match for the most basic of human
drives.  He should possibly not respond because of all
the difficulties that will follow upon his response,
but not because what he is doing is inherently wrong.

--

From the bell hooks URL which Ianthe provided:

> [They did not want to] recognize female students as young adults
> capable of asserting sexual agency. Their need to deny that female
> students ever attempted to entice and seduce professors, thereby
> making the issue not always simply one of desire on the professor's
> part, was so intense as to be mind boggling.

Yes, it is mind boggling.  Girls have so much power in
those situations and they often take the lead in
letting the teacher know what they want.  Yet, they are
usually seen as having been 'taken advantage of.'

>As the meeting progressed it became clear that the issue was *not*
>preventing professors from using sexuality to coerce or dominate but
>*rather* their disapproval of all erotic-based relations between
> professors and students. If they could have institutionalized policy
> that would condemn all such relationships they would have.

Correct.  The crux of opposition to teacher-student
relationships is the same old, tired cliche wrapped up
in the new packaging of 'abuse of authority.'  The real
issue is the belief that "the poor little girl is being
sullied by this filthy sot masquerading as an educator".

>Eroticism, even that which leads to romantic involvement between
>professors and students, is not inherently destructive.

It is not inherently destructive on the basis of the
power issue.  It is more likely to be destructive (in a
high school situation at least) because of the
consequences for both parties engendered by such a
relationship.  That is the main issue for the teacher
to decide: what will the personal and social
consequences of this relationship be for both him and
the girl, and is the entering of such a relationship
worth the risk and pain that will almost surely follow?

A teacher may argue as he will, but the fact is there
is a huge gap in experience as well as life outlook
between a teenager and himself.  This is what needs to
be grappled with, not the fact that the guy supposedly
wields some kind of magic power over her because of his
authority.

'Rawdog'
------------------------------------------------





'OddBod'
------------------------------------------------

I have recently come to the conclusion that I am a
pedophile.  Lately I have spent almost every waking
moment fantasizing about making love to a beautiful
young girl.  The problem is that I have a daughter and
a wife!  I am worried that soon I won't be able to
control myself and that I will make love to my
daughter.  I have searched for fulfilment on the net,
but nothing that I have found has satisfied my needs.
I wrote this hoping that you could direct me to some
sights, not dedicated to artwork but real love between
children, that would satisfy me.  I am worried that if
I don't find some release soon, I might do something I
regret later.  I appreciate you taking the time with my
problem, please get back to me soon, if you can help me
or if you can't.

Thankyou,

'OddBod'
------------------------------------------------





'Tsarevitch' writes:
------------------------------------------------

Howdy! Avons Une Heureuse Nouvelle Anne Tout Le Monde!

'Girl_luvr' scribed:
>Chapter 3.   MID CHILDHOOD

Maybe we could establish a gl literary award for gl
related writings.  A Pulitzer Prize for gl literature
of sorts?  The Wonderland Literary Award?  The
Delightful Geni Awards?  I would nominate this
biographical essay when finished for one of the best of
this year's non-fiction pieces!  Please feel free to
supply the rest.  And I beg of you not to pull a
"Stephen King" (the world famous horror writer who
temporarily quit on his internet serial novel) on us
and leave us hanging without any form of a proper ending.

>I would very carefully make suggestions and, if agreeable find a
> secluded location (often, public toilets or within dense clumps of
> bushes) and we would pull down her panties.  I would then fondle her
> genitals . . . .

>I find it interesting to recall how easy some girls were to persuade to
>participate into "games" and how difficult (or impossible) others were.
>Thinking back, it seems that I must have been the local neighborhood
>"sex fiend".  My two brothers never showed any such tendency that I was
>aware of, and I frequently wonder what made me the way I am.  At one
>time or another I must have tried to have my "way" with every girl
nearby
>and while some were successful, most were not.  In fact I seemed to have
>more success with total strangers.

About how old were you during this period?  Oh the
powers of charisma that you possess!  To only have 1
percent of your talents.  If I had only the courage and
foreknowledge that it seems that you had in my preteen
and pubescent years!  SIGH!  What a deprived life I
have led!  Someone could sell audio learning cassettes
which would give away your 'pick up lines'!)

PRETTY PLEASE WITH SUGAR ON TOP?

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
>'What's the point, I'm just saying things you've all heard before...

To really think about it, there is 'nothing new under
the sun,' given that every rule do indeed have its
exceptions.  Like most Americans, I revel in hearing
the same stories over and over again.  Each new story,
though, like the proverbial 'ever-changing river'.

>saying how much I agree with someone's post...

Yes, we all are guilty of committing that second crime
(like right now, I am agreeing with...), the
misdemeanour of "yes I wholeheartedly agree with you...;"
or "kudos for bringing up that point;" and the
likes of "you read my mind with that...!"  But
hey, it feels good to know that someone actually is
reading my posts and actually shares my mindset.  Let's
keep up this 'illicit' form of support.  Does anyone
else agree?  (!Wink(!)Wink!)

>or revealing something that I've been up to', and I guess, if I really
>THINK about it, the fewer people who know... the better!!!

Oh bully!  Don't be so paranoid!  Especially if you
have no one at home to confide your orientation to.
This may be your only record of your secret life.  I
believe that an unrecorded life is a wasted life
especially after one hundred years when no other trace
remaining of one's existence.  I would confess more of
my adventures only if I actually had any gl related
adventures.  Sigh!

>So, I leave it with the idea that I'll send it when I have something to
>say, then, I write some more.... read it all through, then just do....
>NOTHING.

>... do others get like this?

At least you make an effort to write something.  When I
am not inspired!  That's most of the time, being a very
passive gl,  I do not have the willpower nor the mental
energy to write.  On occasion, I do end up forcing
myself to type something for the list but its not as
satisfying as my lg muse inspired writings.

--

So this is a great lead-in to my New Year's resolutions:

I.  Like old time fashion Chicago politics, write early,
write often!  Even without the aid of a lg muse, I will
try to force myself to correspond at least once every
two weeks if not more.

II.  Resolve not to procrastinate anymore and finish
thinking out and then fulfilling any more of my New
Year's resolutions!

Have a delightful New Millennium!

I wish that all of those celibate gl (including myself)
a prosperous New Year and a chance to discharge our
burden that is our gl virginity!)

Signing off,

'Tsarevitch'
------------------------------------------------





'Arktoi' writes:
------------------------------------------------

Lately I have been reading Martin Gardner's book "The
Night Is Large."  At least two of the essays therein
are of interest to us: "Lewis Carroll and His Alice
Books" and "The Royal Historian of Oz."  (How old was
L.  Frank Baum's Dorothy character supposed to be?  And
was she modeled on any real LG?  Does anyone out there
know?)  I do not know if we ought to adopt Alice and
Lewis Carroll (Charles Dodgson) as our symbols, unless
it is for the purposes of countering hostility (maybe
it will take some of the hostile pressure off of us).
Carroll was no Humbert Humbert.  While Vladimir Nabokov's
Humbert wanted young females for clearly carnal
relationships, Carroll was highly "proper" in his love
for little girls.  I, like most of us, am more like HH
than like LC.  Still, it seems LC did wish to marry
Alice Liddell, once she had come of age.  I would like to
know more about AL's feelings (or lack thereof?)
toward LC.  And of course LC did enjoy sketching or
photographing LGs, including nude shots.  Four nude
photos of AL have survived, despite attempts to destroy
all of LC's nudes.  Some say he gave up shooting
because he came under pressure, while others say he
simply decided his time could be better spent in other
pursuits.  Can anyone in the group shed any light on
this matter?

What kind of a name is Humbert Humbert, anyway?  Was
this some sort of joke name?  Aside from his fictional
character, was VN himself any kind of LGL?  Was LFB?

Michael Hearn was writing a "definitive" biography of
LFB.  I do not know if it has been completed as yet,
but maybe the answer would be in there.

Getting back to LC, Ellen Terry was, according to MG,
his "lifelong friend."  (Was that his life, or hers?)
She was one of the few child friends he had who
continued to be his friend after she grew up.

   [ He had several such "grown up" child friends. Given
     that he knew literally thousands of little girls, it
     would have been impossible for him to keep them
     all as friends and correspondents as they grew
     up.  He would have had no time for anything else!]

I think she was 16 years old, and acting on the stage, when
he first laid eyes on her.  To most of us that would
hardly qualify her as a LG.

   [ Puberty was only just beginning at age 16-17, at the
     time in Carroll's early life when he was visiting
     London for the theatres. ]

She started acting at the age of 12, I believe, but I do not
think LC had heard of her back then.  AL was supposed to be
extremely beautiful, as MG explains, referring to the case
of John Ruskin, who was enchanted by her.  One day AL
invited JR over for a cup of tea.  He was disappointed
when her parents, who were absent, came back to the
house.  Significantly, as JR recollected the
experience, he thinks that AL's sisters, Edith and
Rhoda, were also present, along with AL, but he cannot
recall for sure.  He was that dazzled by AL.

--

 from 'PRAETERITA' (Ruskin's Journal, polished by him for publication)


   I never went to official dinners in Oxford if I could help
 it [...] When the Princess of Wales came, one winter, to look
 over the Art Galleries, I had of course to attend [...] and
 then came the command to dinner at the Deanery [...]

   The day before, the planet Saturn had treated me with the
 usual adversity in the carrying out of a plot with Alice in
 Wonderland [* Note: Ruskin had become very fond of Alice
 Liddell, the model for 'Alice In Wonderland', after the
 fading of her relationship with Lewis Carroll].  For, that
 evening, the Dean and Mrs Liddell dined by [Royal] command at
 Blenhiem; but the girls were not commanded; and as I had been
 complaining of never getting a sight of them lately, Alice
 said that she thought, perhaps, if I would come around after
 Papa and Mama were safe off to Blenhiem, Edith and she might
 give us a cup of tea and a little singing, and Rhoda would
 show me how she was getting on with her drawing and geometry,
 and the like.  And so it was arranged.

    The night was wild with snow, and no one likely to come
 round to the Deanery after dark.  I think Alice must have
 sent me a little note, when the eastern coast of Tom Quad was
 clear.  I slipped round from Corpus through Peckwater, shook
 the snow off my gown and found an armchair ready for me, and
 a bright fireside and tea coming up.

    Well, I think Edith got the tea made, and Alice was just
 bringing the muffins to perfection (I don't recollect that
 Rhoda was there; but it is all so like a dream now I'm not
 sure) when there was a sudden sense of some stars having
 been blown out by the wind, round the corner; and then a
 crushing of snow outside the house, and a drifting of it
 inside; and the children all scampered out to see what was
 wrong, and I followed slowly;- and there were the Dean and
 Mrs Liddell standing just in the middle of the hall, and the
 footmen in consternation, and a silence, and -
    "How sorry you must be to see us, Mr Ruskin !" began at
 last Mrs Liddell.
    "I never was more so," I replied.
    [It transpires that heavy snow had caused the parent's
 coach to turn back]
    I went back to Corpus, disconsolate.

    John Ruskin.

--

And yet in the photos I have seen, AL seems like nothing
special as little girls go.  Is it possible she just
did not photograph well, or did she have some ineffable
charm that the camera could not capture?  She looks
beautiful in some photos, but plain in others.  (I have
also noticed this in photos of Queen Silver; see the
recent book "Queen Silver" by Wendy McElroy.  There is
a nice, sedate nude of Queen Silver in the book.
Queen's mother encouraged her to "explore" her budding
sexuality, McElroy writes.  Queen looks adorable in the
picture of her reading a-for her size-rather large
tome, with a big bow in her hair; but in the shot with
the chimpanzee she looks like a plain Jane.)

I, for one, would rather have an ET relationship than an
AL one.  I would rather continue a relationship,
regardless of the girl growing up.  I know I do not
speak for everyone in the group on this.  Nor has it
ever happened to me.  The LGs seem to pull away from me
as they grow older.  (I am sure our society is to blame
for that.)  But that is how I feel.  What do others in
the group feel about AL and ET?  What about Dorothy?
What about Edgar Allen Poe, who married a 13 year old and
said to be a LGL. And poet Ernest Dowson?  Has anyone read
their LG writings? Dowson fell in love with a 12-year-old
who was waitressing in her father's tavern; but she was
never on his wavelength, and she broke his heart.

LC also liked girls who were somewhat older.  On once
occasion, a pretty 15-year-old actress named Irene
Barnes (who later played the roles of the white queen
and the knave of hearts in the stage musical of
"Alice") spent a week with LC at a seaside report.  (I
wonder what her parents had to say about this?)  "As I
remember him now," she wrote in her later autobiography
"To Tell My Story," "... He had a deep love for
children, though I am inclined to think not such a
great understanding of them... His great delight was to
teach me his game of logic [this was a method of
solving syllogisms by placing black and red counters on
a diagram of LC's own invention].  Dare I say this made
the evening rather long, when the band was playing
outside on the parade, and the moon shining on the
sea?"  Clearly LC was more interested in mathematics,
and IB was more interested in traditional romance.
What might have happened, I wonder, if LC had set aside
his game and taken her for some dancing and a stroll in
the moonlight?

LC enjoyed kissing his child-friends and closing
letters by sending them 10 million kisses, or 4 3/4, or
a 2 millionth part of a kiss.  But he would have been
horrified at the suggestion that a sexual element might
be involved.  "I am fond of children (except boys)" he
once wrote.  He professed a horror of little boys, and
avoided them as much as possible.  He thought the naked
bodies of little girls (unlike the bodies of boys)
extremely beautiful.

Is anyone familiar with LFB's other works such as his
"Father Goose" material and his 17 novels written under
the pen name of Edith Van Dyne, and his "Annabel"?
Would you recommend them?  Do you think Dorothy was a
little on the old side?  How old was Alice?  In Oz, no
one grows any older.  Are there any native children?
Since no one dies, except rarely, I suppose few or no
babies are born there?  Perhaps significantly, the first
biography of LFB was entitled "To Please a Child."
Sounds a bit suggestive to me!

--

By the way, I noticed a current magazine on the
newsstand (unfortunately I forget the name of the mag)
with the blaring headline "Pedophilia Chic."  I glanced
at the several-page article, but when I saw the
concluding sentence, I decided against purchasing the
rag.  It read something like, "If adults having sex
with children is not immoral, then nothing is immoral."
Still, there might be some interesting information in
the thing.  Maybe I will buy it next time I go by that
stand.

'Arktoi'
------------------------------------------------




'Bandersnatch' writes:
------------------------------------------------

There's a moderately amusing web page here:

http://www.humdrum.demon.co.uk/paed.html

E.g.:

_Residents demand paedophile_

Residents from a housing estate spent a second day
outside the Town Hall, today, demanding that the City
Council provide them with a paedophile.  "We are the
only street on the estate without one".

_Inappropriate music causes backlash_

The City council have closed a local youth and
community centre after they played a Gary Glitter hit
at the end of term disco.  The song, which features
lines such as "Do you want to be in my gang?"  and
"Come on!  come on!"  is now on the list of banned
songs courtesy of the City's social services
department.

------------------------------------------------





'BukWurm' writes:
------------------------------------------------

I'm looking for a legal Japanese 'teenage idol' book
called "In Search of Peter Pan", with the photographer
Tetsuya Masumura & model Maika Takizawa, age 13.  I
don't think it has any nudity.  In the upper left
corner of the cover it has the cryptic words
"Pyro-nyan".  I'm sure it's Japanese, but can't seem
to find it even in Tokyo.  Any ideas?

'BukWurm'
------------------------------------------------
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UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

12th January 2001

_DPP backs anonymity for defendants in sex cases_

The law should be changed to grant anonymity to people
accused of rape and child abuse, the Director of Public
Prosecutions believes.

While David Calvert-Smith's comments fall short of a
direct call for such a move, his views have enraged
women's groups and reopened a debate among the legal
profession as to whether defendants in sex cases should
have the same protection as their alleged victims.

Asked whether he would support a change in the law Mr
Calvert-Smith, head of the Crown Prosecution Service,
said: "I would certainly not oppose such a proposal...
It would not make the life of a prosecutor any more
difficult, and a case could be made [for granting
anonymity until conviction] for those accused of rape
or other sexual offences like child abuse which is just
as damaging to a person."

By making it clear that conviction rates in rape cases
- currently running at just 10 per cent of all
complaints - would not be affected by giving anonymity
to defendants, Mr Calvert-Smith has removed the main
obstacle to change.

A spokesman for the CPS said yesterday that cases such
as those involving Mick Hucknall, the singer with the
band Simply Red, had raised the profile of the issue.
Mr Hucknall was arrested by Surrey police after being
falsely accused of rape in November.

Michael Schwartz, the solicitor who represented Mick
Hucknall, said there was a clear case for changing the
law now because men also deserved the "benefit of
anonymity".  He added: "The slur of being accused of
rape stays with you a long time ... and the scope for
mischief-making follows from a lack of anonymity."

The acquittal last month of David Jones, the former
manager of Southampton Football Club, who was charged
with child abuse, also prompted calls for the identity
of defendants to be protected until an offence had been
proved.

The Labour MP Robin Corbett, chairman of the Commons
Select Committee on Home Affairs, welcomed the DPP's
comments.  Mr Corbett, who helped introduce a 1976 Act
which granted anonymity to alleged rapists as well
their victims, said: "It appears clear to me if you
give the victim anonymity then you should also give it
to the accused up until conviction."

He added that an acquittal was not enough to repair the
damage to the reputation of a person accused of rape or
other sex crimes.

The Law Society said yesterday that it was time the law
was reviewed.  Malcolm Fowler, chairman of the
society's criminal law committee, said there was a
"powerful argument" under the Human Rights Act for
named defendants to claim, in cases where the
complainant was not identified, that their rights had
been breached.

Article six of the European Convention on Human Rights
gave defendants the right to an impartial trial, he
said, and identifying one party and not the other might
create a perception of unfairness.

Stephen Kramer QC, chairman of the Criminal Bar
Association, agreed that a change in the law merited
"serious consideration".

A Home Office spokesman said ministers were "aware of
the concern" but had no plans to change the law at the
present.

-----------------------------------------------------------





Feature article:
-----------------------------------------------------------

January 2001

_The virginity hoax_

A federal study reveals the terrible failures inherent in
teen vows to chastity.


            Whomp, there it is: a 63-page report on
teen sex and virginity derived from the survey of
nearly 100,000 adolescents at 145 schools by a handful
of researchers funded with money from 19 federal
agencies.  Talk about tasty media chum.  Toss out words
like "sexual behavior of teenagers," "virginity" and
"highly effective" and the parents of adolescents claw
their way to newsstand and keyboard in a panicky search
for enlightenment, looking, always, for relief from the
kind of angst they heaped on their own elders just long
enough ago not to remember.

So what did they -- we -- learn from the study of
"virginity pledges" by the National Institute of Child
Health and Human Development?

Nothing new -- all of it depressing.  And the stuff
that wasn't there, the data between the lines?  So
infuriating, so heartbreaking, that it makes me want to
cry.

Not that the titles, subtitles, conclusions and
comments by interested parties in this report won't
flirt with the vulnerable sensibilities of parents in
denial and their poor, innocent children.  The big
news, the juicy part of the recently released study,
was very high-concept.  The virginity pledge movement,
brainchild of the Southern Baptist Church and favorite
fad of teen mags ("Virginity is hot," said Young and
Modern magazine in an issue featuring the 100 secrets
of Leonardo DiCaprio), has been a resounding success,
according to the study's chief researchers.  This in an
introduction that opens with a line from the Madonna
song "Like a Virgin."  Pledgers, announces the study,
postpone first-time sexual intercourse for an average
of 18 months longer than non-pledgers.

This is heavenly news for Jimmy Hester, coordinator of
the True Love Waits campaign.  He told the New York
Times last week that the report was great news since it
proves that pledges do make a difference.  On first
reading -- if it is a quick skim with frequent
interruptions -- there is a hint of the positive for
those who might disagree with Hester about sex out of
wedlock.  "Surely," even the most liberal parents will
mutter, "it is best if a teenager postpones sex for as
long as possible, even if true love doesn't wait for
the sanctity of marriage."

Ah, but this wishful thinking must die -- gruesomely --
in a hail of caveats, I'm afraid, once the report is
fully digested.

The first, elephant-in-the-corner type caveat concerns
why teenagers take, or don't take, the virginity
pledge.  According to the report, kids will only pledge
to stay virgins until marriage if it is "cool," which
usually means that other kids are taking the pledge.
But kids won't take the pledge if so many other kids
are pledging virginity that it is "uncool."  Say the
researchers: "The pledge works because it is embedded
in an identity movement.  Consequently, like other
identity movements, the pledge identity is relatively
fragile and meaningful only in contexts where it is at
least partially non-normative."  My favorite
description of this conundrum?  "The pledge effect is
largely contextual."

In other words, a virginity pledge, like glitter powder
and Abercrombie & Fitch sweatshirts, is based on the
painfully self-conscious surrender of self to peer-pressure
and not, as Hester wants to believe, on the early adoption
of family values.  It ceases to be attractive when Leo
expresses a preference for sex or when virginity is no
longer "hot" or so "hot" that it becomes "uncool."

(Nothing is said in the study about the troubling
possibility that the respondents to the survey,
wishing, as always, to be "cool," might have *lied* on
their questionnaires about making the pledge or
breaking the pledge or anything else, for that matter,
in order to follow the non-normative rules of the day.)

The average delay incurred by the virginity pledge,
reports the study, tends to be about 18 months --
marriage appears not to be a factor.  And then there's
the part about how the pledge works best among 15- to
17-year-olds (not so well among 18-year-olds) and that
it helps if the pledger is religious, of Asian
ancestry, in a romantic relationship or less advanced
in pubertal development.  (Pause here for the
adolescent -- pledger or non -- to utter, "Duh.")

And finally -- whoops!  -- when pledgers break their
pledges they have a tendency to have unsafe sex.

Researchers suggest that since the pledgers promised
not to have sex, when they finally do, they haven't
done much planning and are unlikely to use
contraception.  (Another favorite footnote here: "That
pledgers who have sex are likely to be contraceptively
unprepared is to be expected, for it is hard to imagine
how one could both pledge to be a virgin until marriage
and carry a condom while unmarried.")

The results so far: A very young kid who wants very
much to be cool will promise to stay a virgin until
marriage as long as it is cool and may postpone sexual
intercourse for about 18 months; but when she decides
it isn't cool to keep the pledge she is more likely
than the uncool non-pledgers to get pregnant and/or a
sexually-transmitted disease.

But, there's more.

Researchers only asked their subjects about vaginal
intercourse.  They did not ask about oral sex, which
recent studies indicate are reported at high rates
among teenagers, more and more of whom believe that
oral sex can be indulged in without relinquishing
one's virginity.  In fact, a recent study by the
Urban Institute, also funded by the federal
government, focused on the sexual practices of 15-
to 19-year-old boys and found that two-thirds of the
more than 3,000 boys interviewed had experience with
oral sex and masturbation by a female. Most of those
interviewed said they did not consider their activities
to constitute "sex," -- in fact, many felt oral sex
qualified as *abstinent* behavior.

So, the pledgers who, according to the study, jealously
guarded their "virginity" for an average of 18 months
longer than non-pledgers could well have been having
sex of another kind -- every other kind -- for years
before "breaking" their pledge.

Didn't we cover this?  Didn't we denounce this?  Wasn't
Bill Clinton guilty of sexual relations with "that
woman" even though he personally believed that he was
dutifully maintaining his own virginity pledge?

How, oh how, can it be morally acceptable to indulge in
sex that involves complicating intimacy, not to mention
sexually transmitted diseases, as long as one is
"intact" on the wedding night?  And why, oh why, would
a federal agency conduct a study in such a way as to
blindly honor a duplicitous and deeply sexist
definition of virginity?

But that, alas, is not the worst of it.  That is not
the part that makes me want to cry.

The part that I hate most in this study is the
unwritten part, the part that pompously assumes that
teenagers are not entitled to intimacy, to pleasure, to
education or to a sense of self.  The part that is
dangerous and sad implies that a "virginity pledge" is
"effective" in dealing with teen pregnancy,
sexually-transmitted diseases and participation in
other "risk" activities like smoking, drinking and
substance abuse but fails to acknowledge the role of
the pledge movement in promoting oral sex among
teenagers while denying them any education about
either.  The part that is sneaky and amazing
perpetuates the concept of "technical virginity," a
state that is likely to be just as confusing and
burdensome for a 16-year-old as sexual intercourse, if
not more so given its uncomfortable and
much-talked-about proximity to untruth.

What would be ineffective about a pledge to have safe
sex motivated by what feels like love or desire?  What
could be wrong about acknowledging a teenager's
emotional intelligence and need for intimacy?  Would it
hurt to bestow some respect and sex education on people
who are engaging in sex, regardless of what they write
on an invasive questionnaire designed to measure their
moral rectitude?  How could researchers who ostensibly
care about adolescents insist that they are incapable
of informed decisions?  How could they endorse the idea
that love and intimacy should be postponed -- not until
an unspecific age of maturity has been reached but
until marriage, regardless of when it happens?

I agree with the authors of this report when they
suggest that teenagers should not engage in *unwanted*
sexual activity.  Nobody should engage in *unwanted*
sexual activity.  What a shame, though, given the
funding and access that these academics enjoy, that
they don't expose the "virginity pledge" for what it
is: a sexist, guilt-driven campaign of terror that
fosters frightened conformity in adolescents, as well
as high-risk sexual behavior and dishonesty.

-----------------------------------------------------------





Censorship:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Amnesty Intercepted:

_Amnesty International sites blocked by nannyware_

December 2000

Prompted by numerous student reports of being unable to
access Amnesty International [http://www.amnesty.org]
and other human-rights-related Web sites from school
computers, campaigning group Peacefire has found
several Amnesty-related sites blocked by popular
"nannyware" software.  Blocked items included several
documents on www.Amnesty.org [http://www.amnesty.org/]
blocked by CYBERsitter, chapters of Amnesty
International Israel [http://www.amnesty.org.il/]
blocked by Cyber Patrol and SurfWatch, and several
human rights groups blocked by Bess.

Karen Schneider, Director of Communications, Amnesty
International USA, said "It's extremely unfortunate
that students in schools across the United States are
inadvertently being denied access to portions of
Amnesty International Web sites by these software
programs.  These students should be lauded -- not
thwarted -- for their efforts to obtain important human
rights information."

-----------------------------------------------------------




Article:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_A relatively narrow debate, and no wonder_

January 2001

Rock pools, like the deep one I am dangling my feet
into at the moment, are home to strange fish and odd
reflections.

The child beside me asks whether that large spotted
creature whirling like a marine helicopter is the uncle
of that little fish.  Or maybe they are cousins?

She is too young to have been infected by the snatch of
HMS Pinafore that springs unbidden into my head.  In
Gilbert and Sullivan's caustic view of Victorian
familial arrangements, cousins, sisters and aunts are a
trail of importuning leeches.  But the child hasn't yet
acquired any cynicism about extended families.

There has not been much wonder in the recent debate
about motherhood or "child-free" choice, individual
rights, birth-rates and long-term demographics.  I have
read few words about the variety of relational roles
that individuals occupy in the lives of those close to
them, and fewer still about their connection to the
children close to them.  Where have all the aunts and
uncles gone?  It's as though we are again thinking of
families as discrete sealed units, mother/child, or
mother/father/child.  Self-contained little bubbles of
private fulfilment - or misery.

The nuclear family, like the Empire, strikes back.

If we conduct an important debate in such restricted
terms - individual rights, personal choice etc - what
will happen to our peripheral vision for the other
relations who can make life rich and unpredictable?  Or
just magnificently loopy, or even dreadful?  Are we to be
reduced to mum, dad and then communing with a series of
identikit "friends"?  If so, what of our regard for the
dignity of lives lived outside the conventional
relational patterns of parent and child or companions
of choice?  I am not sure I am ready to accept a world
in which we forget to factor in the uncles, cousins,
the many capable women we used primly to call maiden
aunts, the brothers in their twenties and sisters in
their thirties who unexpectedly turn out to be
magicians with children.  Bring them back into the
debate, I say.

Last week, I watched the child become apprentice to her
great uncle, a single man in his fifties.  Together
they are building the literal bridge of an imaginary
ship in a bush garden.  She measures, he hammers, she
hammers, he saws.  She climbs up a ladder that could be
a topsail and holds the bolt that will take the rope
ladder.  He drives it home.  She chides him for the odd
error.  He instructs her with a degree of detail she
would not tolerate in her parents.

Seeing them, I remember an uncle of my own.  Or maybe
he was a cousin.  What was memorable was not the exact
connection but the adventurous world into which he took
me.  A member of an early Australian Antarctic
exploration team, he was single, probably in his
thirties.  From David I learned about ice-breakers,
about living in close quarters for intolerable dark
months, about frostbite, and getting on (or not getting
on) with your fellows.  David was an extrovert and a
showman, glamorous and unaccountably generous to a
teenage schoolgirl who endlessly interrogated him.

These odd relationships are two-way - that is what is
so marvellous about them.  And so liberating.  Because
they are free of the usual restraints of parenting or
pedagogy, they are essentially exploratory.  Adult and
child both learn - without trying.  For the child, it
is a breaking of new ground and a testing of limits.
For the grown-up it's a re-awakening process, a
recognition that it is still possible to discover
something exciting.  And maybe to be brave again.

I am conscious, writing this, of the malign edges that
now constrain the understanding of relations between
children and adults.  Child prostitution and Internet
paedophilia make alarmist news more readily than
innocent friendship across generations.  But the
existence of the former does not rule out the
possibility of the latter.  Certainly it shouldn't.
Children don't do well in cotton wool, and adults need
children to rekindle - legitimately and effortlessly -
their own imaginative lives.

Tomorrow we will go snorkelling in the deep rock pool,
child and woman together.

-----------------------------------------------------------





Movie notes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

MoMA season:

_THE LOSS OF CHILDHOOD INNOCENCE_

October 5th - December 14th 2000

Childhood has been a favorite subject of filmmakers
since the beginning of cinema.  _*The Lost Childhood*_
explores the period from 1955 to the present, when the
nineteenth-century's romanticized notion of the
virginal, visionary child, so prevalent in films made
before World War II, gave way to images of children
hardened by war and harsh circumstances.  This
exhibition features approximately 50 feature films,
shorts, experimental films, documentaries, and videos,
from countries as far ranging as Brazil, Bulgaria,
France, Hungary, India, Japan, and Mexico, and includes
a diversity of genres, from horror to comedy, to the
coming of age story and the fairy tale.

_*The Lost Childhood_* is a part of _*Open Ends*_,
the final cycle of _MoMA2000_, and is organized
by Joshua Siegel, Assistant Curator, Department of
Film and Video.

The film program also acts as a compliment to the
gallery exhibition *_Innocence and Experience*_.


[Highlights of] *_The Lost Childhood Screening Schedule_*

[...]

*_Zazie dans le Metro._* 1960.  Directed by Louis
Malle.  Screenplay by Malle and Jean-Paul Rappeneau,
based on the novel by Raymond Queneau.  Cinematography
by Henri Raichi.  Edited by Kenout Peltier.  Music by
Florenzo Carpi.  With Catherine Demongeot, Philippe
Noiret, Carla Marlier, Vittorio Caprioli, Hubert
Deschamps.  An adaptation of Raymond Queneau's postwar
novel about a precocious little girl's adventures in
Paris, *Zazie dans le Metro* is a young Malle's
inaugural poem to the anarchical 1960s.  Malle and
Queneau both had something of Zazie in them, the kid
whom Francois Truffaut called "an upright and unruffled
little girl, who is always the only one who's right,
who is never affected by anything, who is a way of
looking at things."  With the surrealist spirit of a
rebellious adolescent, Malle attempted to do in cinema
what Queneau did in literature, moving brashly between
farce, satire, and slapstick and subverting
conventional narrative through Byzantine experiments in
visual and verbal gameplay.  Malle later recalled that
"what was absolutely central to *Zazie*, something that
I keep discovering and putting into my films more and
more, is the fact that people - adults especially -
constantly say one thing and do the opposite...." In
French, with English subtitles.  92 min.

[...]

*_The Innocents._* 1961.  USA.  Directed by Jack
Clayton.  Screenplay by William Archibald and Truman
Capote, based on the Henry James novella *The Turn of
the Screw*, as adapted by Archibald and John Mortimer.
Cinematography by Freddie Francis.  Edited by James
Clark.  Music by Georges Auric.  With Deborah Kerr,
Michael Redgrave, Megs Jenkins, Peter Wyngarde, Martin
Stephens, Pamela Franklin.  With its vertiginous images
and hallucinatory sounds, *The Innocents* is a highly
stylized rendering of James's novella *The Turn of the
Screw*, about a governess at a secluded country manor
who becomes convinced that the two children in her care
have become possessed by the spirits of a pair of
lovers who once met with a violent end on the estate
grounds.  Deborah Kerr gives a wonderfully shaded
performance as Miss Giddens, her prim restraint giving
way to her morbid fantasy of saving little Miles and
Flora from (imagined?)  destruction.  A master of
psychological horror, James conjures a world where
innocence and naivete are often indistinguishable from
sophistication and evil, and Clayton takes pains to
remain true to James's admonition that "the evil must
not be reduced to the narrowness of the definable."
98 min.

[...] _

*_La Premiere Nuit._* 1958.  France.  Directed by
Georges Franju.  Written by Marianne Oswald and Remo
Forlani, adapted by Franju.  Cinematography by Eugen
Shuftan.  Edited by Henri Colpi, Jasmine Chasney.
Music by Georges Delerue.  With Pierre Davis, Lisbeth
Persson.  Bridging two phases in Georges Franju's
career, his starkly photographed documentaries and his
hauntingly mysterious fiction films, *La Premiere Nuit*
shares elements of both.  Dedicated to any adult "who
has not disavowed his childhood," *La Premiere Nuit*
evokes the unspoken romantic longings of a boy who
dreams of pursuing a girl through the tunnels of the
Paris Metro at night.  Franju underscores the girl's
elusiveness through deep-focus compositions and
fluid tracking shots.  No dialogue.  20 min.

[...]

_*The River.*_ 1950.  USA.  Directed by Jean Renoir.
Screenplay by Rumer Godden and Renoir, based on the
novel by Godden.  Cinematography by Claude Renoir.
Edited by George Gale.  Music directed by M.  A.
Parata Sarathy.  With Patricia Walters, Nora Swinburne,
Esmond Knight, Arthur Shields, Thomas E. Breen, Suprova
Mukerjee.  "I read [Rumer Godden's *The River*] and was
greatly impressed, not only by the charm of the
writing, but by the fact that the story seemed to me to
offer the basis of a film of high quality which would
nevertheless be acceptable to the Hollywood magnates -
children in a romantic setting, the discovery of love
by small girls, the death of the little boy who was too
fond of snakes, the rather foolish dignity of an
English family living on India like a plum on a
peach-tree; above all, India itself with its exotic
dances and garments.  *The River*, which looks like one
of the most contrived of all my films, is in fact the
one nearest to Nature.  If there were not a story based
on the immemorial themes of childhood, love and death,
it would be a documentary" (Jean Renoir, *My Life and
My Films*).  99 min.

[...]

* _Joseph Cornell Program.*_ In his films, as in his
shadow boxes and collages, Joseph Cornell's vision of
childhood was ethereally beautiful and hauntingly
unsettling, a virginal, fairy-tale innocence wistfully
sealed off from the corruption of adult experience.  A
boy discovers an old volume of travel pictures at a
bookstall and is transported to faraway, imaginary
places.  A young girl wanders through the streets and
parks of Manhattan, her head lost in the clouds,
tantalizingly unattainable to an unseen onlooker
(Cornell, the viewer).  A children's party shines under
the firmament of stars, its participants frozen in
timeless, lifeless wonder.  Among the films to be
screened:

* Cotillion* (1940; completed by Larry Jordan, 1968),
*The Children's Party* (1940; completed by Jordan,
1968), *The Midnight Party* (1940; completed by Jordan,
1968), *The Aviary* (cinematography by Rudy Burkhardt,
1954), *A Fable for Fountains* (cinematography by
Burkhardt, 1955-57), * Centuries of June* (cinematography
by Stan Brakhage, 1955) , *Angel* (1957), *What Mozart
Saw on Mulberry Street*(cinematography by Burkhardt,
1958), *Seraphina's Garden *(1958).  Total running
time approx.  60 min.

[...]

_*Wildweschsel (Jail Bait).*_ 1972.  Federal Republic
of Germany.  Directed by Rainer Werner Fassbinder.
Screenplay by Fassbinder, based on the play by Franz
Xaver Kroetz.  Cinematography by Dietrich Lohmann.
Edited by Thea Eymesz.  With Eva Mattes, Jorg von
Liebenfels, Ruth Drexel, Harry Baer, Rudolf Waldemar
Brem, Hanna Schygulla, Kurt Raab.  Hanni is a
fourteen-year-old girl who's stuck in a bleak Bavarian
town with her overprotective truck-driver father, her
frustrated, lonely mother, and a house full of
crucifixes.  She is easily seduced by a smooth-talking
nineteen-year-old greaser, who wastes no time
deflowering her in a hayloft.  When Hanni gets
pregnant, she compels her lover to remove the only
impediment to their happiness: her father.
Fassbinder's thirteenth film, *Jail Bait*, made when he
was twenty-six, seemed as much an homage to American
teenage rebel movies of the 1950s, with their stories
of forbidden lust and casual violence (Fassbinder used
Paul Anka's plaintive ballad 'You Are My Destiny' as
the leitmotif of the film), as an adaptation of Franz
Xaver Kroetz's controversial play.  In German, with
English subtitles.  102 min.

[...]

_*Dangling Participle.*_ 1970.  USA.  Directed by
Standish D.  Lawder.  "In Dangling Participle Lawder
reassembles several sex education films from the 1950s
into a hilarious spoof underlining the banal,
patronizing, and profoundly anti-sexual nature of the
original material.  The filmmaker fixes on the
silliest, most melodramatic aspects of these
instructional films: people with eyes glazed, smoking
cigarettes with an unnatural intensity; the cheerleader
as personification of acceptable American sexuality; a
voice made to repeat 'He's a perfectly normal male,'
which of course leads us to believe otherwise" (Film
Forum).  17 min.

[...]

 _*Clove.*_ 1977.  USA.  James Herbert.  "A
nine-year-old boy is seen in a dark and sometimes
sinister setting with an older boy, perhaps a brother,
and a young woman who could be the mother.  Bare light
directed frontally on the nude bodies like a flash bulb
adds a stark directness to the expressionism.  In a
climactic scene the nude boy lies at the feet of the
woman, her swirling red satin dress caressing him in
re-photographed dream motion" (Herbert).  20 min.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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'Ex Astris' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

Oh how I do wish I had the motivation & content to
contribute more to the forum!  I suffer the same fate
as many for the time being in that I have absolutely no
lg contact to speak of.  All of my little neighbourhood
friends have abandoned me & the supportive friends my
age who have little daughters moved 10 hours away.  I'm
hoping some lg contact will resume once the winter
fades away in the midwestern U.S., but I'm not holding
my breath.  I've been able to keep myself emotionally
stable & relatively content which I'm happy to report.
But it just seems like talking about lg's when my life
is bereft of them is just living vicariously through
others, & that's depressing in & of itself.  Right now
I've had the pleasure of brief contact with a
co-worker's children.  I've been giving her rides to &
from work ever since her car broke down a few weeks
ago.  This includes taking the kids to & from the day
care & they are 4 yr old male & female twins.  They're
fun to be around for brief periods, but with the
obnoxious way she's raising them, they're borderline
sociopaths.  Well, please embrace my love all of my
brothers & sisters.  I'll write again when I can.

'Ex Astris'
------------------------------------------------------




'Yuri' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

'Rawdog' wrote:
>'Yuri' wrote:
>>where there is a professional
>>relationship of unequal positions that, IMHO, precludes
>>a personal romantic relationship.
>
>It is easy to make proclamations of this kind until you
>meet someone in this situation who takes your breath
>away.  Then you can postulate all you want.  The
>reality of the situation is that if two human beings
>are drawn inexorably together, position and/or age
>become meaningless.

Actually, I have been in this situation before.
Luckily, I was also in a position where I could remove
myself from the professional relationship before
responding to the advances of the other person.  It has
to be one or the other: you can't "have your cake and
eat it too".  And this, as far as I'm concerned applies
equally to adult-adult relationships as it does to
inter-generational ones.

>> that is what I was trying to say, even if
>>I didn't say it very well.  It is actual abuse of power
>>which should be punished criminally.
>
>Of course if power is abused that should be punished.
>Yes, 'Kim' has the law to protect her from unwanted
>advances.  But what if 'Kim' makes the advances?  You
>may say it is unethical for the teacher to respond, but
>ethics is not a match for the most basic of human
>drives.  He should possibly not respond because of all
>the difficulties that will follow upon his response,
>but not because what he is doing is inherently wrong.

Responding to Kim's advances while he is still in a
professional relationship is the ethical dilemma here,
if he wants to respond, he needs to terminate the
professional relationship first, then he can respond.

>>As the meeting progressed it became clear that the issue was *not*
>>preventing professors from using sexuality to coerce or dominate but
>>*rather* their disapproval of all erotic-based relations between
>> professors and students. If they could have institutionalized policy
>> that would condemn all such relationships they would have.
>
>Correct.  The crux of opposition to teacher-student
>relationships is the same old, tired cliche wrapped up
>in the new packaging of 'abuse of authority.'  The real
>issue is the belief that "the poor little girl is being
>sullied by this filthy sot masquerading as an educator".

I agree with you there, the current power base is way
more interested in 'an agenda of victimization': if the
patriarchy can keep women and children thinking of
themselves as victims, they can hold power over them
without seeming to do so.  However, abuse-of-authority
still can be a problem: I'm not talking about the mere
fact of a teacher sleeping with a student, but rather
something along the lines of "sleep with me or I'll
fail you."  The problem is that those in power are more
interested in the former than the latter.

>>Eroticism, even that which leads to romantic involvement between
>>professors and students, is not inherently destructive.
>
>It is not inherently destructive on the basis of the
>power issue.  It is more likely to be destructive (in a
>high school situation at least) because of the
>consequences for both parties engendered by such a
>relationship.  That is the main issue for the teacher
>to decide: what will the personal and social
>consequences of this relationship be for both him and
>the girl, and is the entering of such a relationship
>worth the risk and pain that will almost surely follow?
>
>A teacher may argue as he will, but the fact is there
>is a huge gap in experience as well as life outlook
>between a teenager and himself.  This is what needs to
>be grappled with, not the fact that the guy supposedly
>wields some kind of magic power over her because of his
>authority.

If that is the case, then that would apply to all
inter-generational relationships, would it not?  Should
we then ban all such relationships?

--

I have recently seen the Swedish film "F*cking Amal"
(US Title: "Show Me Love") (on IMDB:
http://us.imdb.com/Details?0150662).  I don't remember
if it was reviewed here or not, but it is a good movie,
chronicling the blossoming romance between Agnes, 16,
and Elin, 14.  Agnes already knows she's a lesbian, but
Elin is just figuring that out for herself.  Very real
portrayal of teenage life in a small town.  Available
on VHS and DVD in North America.

'Yuri'
-----------------------------------------------------


   [ _Fu*king Amal_ was a 1999 nominee for "Best
    Foreign Film" Oscar....

        "A debut movie by poet-director Lukas
        Moodysson, it is the story of a young
        14 year-old schoolgirl, who is lesbian,
        and is something of an outsider. She is
        attracted to one of the most popular
        girls in her high school. The popular
        girl knows little of her admirer, and
        is wrapped up in her own world of
        popularity and boys." ]




'The Fairy Knight'
-----------------------------------------------------

Gads, its been a long time.  I just got back from
vacation in a very sunny place with lots of beaches
(sorry, no more info than that, re: where :)) Ahh, the
beach.  I'm not sure wether to call it a wonder of
bliss or pure torture.  The phrase "water water
everywhere, and not a drop to drink" comes to mind.  So
how was everyone's Yuletide?  And new year?  2001 now,
so much for the world ending 2000.

--

To OddBod:

Welcome!  Let me express both my condolences and
congratulations.  My congratulations because you have
admitted to yourself something that can be hard to
admit, and because a wonderful world awaits you.  My
condolences because you are starting down a very
difficult road indeed.  Being a GL is not all dolls and
hair-ribbons.  (our preferred reference to ourselves is
girl lover.  Pedophile works, but it has too much
baggage.)  Of course, you have already found out what
the most difficult part of the whole thing is.  I
myself have sisters much younger than I.  It requires
vast amounts of self control to avoid doing anything.

I will probably get some flack for this, but you should
probably avoid any entanglements with your daughter.  I
think that you have come to this conclusion by what you
have said, but I'll say it anyway.  I say this for two
reasons.  First, there is a great deal of social
baggage here.  The poor kid will grow up in a fanatical
world that abhors "bad touching" (aka, intimate
expression of affection).  When she gets older, she
will have a hard time separating the reality from the
prejudice and it might cause her self-esteem problems.
Second, its hard to be a father figure and a lover at
the same time.  Trust me on that one.

As to the other, good luck.  Contrary to popular
paranoia, its hard to find.

--

To Tsarevitch:

An award might be fun.  Might I nominate the Japanese
manga Card Captor Sakura?  I doubt most of you know of
it.  Manga is a style of Japanese comic book.  Card
Captor is about a young Girl (ten, I believe) who can
use magic. She is in love with a high school junior who,
while he does not necessarily reciprocate, does bear her
some affection.  The reason for the nomination, however,
is a side-story between other characters.  Sakura is
debating what to get her beloved for his birthday and
is reminded by a friend the a girl named Riki is in
love with an "older guy".  There are hints throughout
that the older guy is their *teacher* :) I just have to
report the final scene in this little sub plot.

   [ warning Card Captor Sakura readers - a plot
     "spoiler" ahead... ]

Riki is in the library reading when the teacher walks up
and sets something on the table.  He clears his throat,
opens the little box, and hands her a ring.  Then he
says, and here is the kicker: "I told the cashier that
it was an engagement ring.  Don't lose it until it
becomes a wedding ring."  I wasn't sure wether to shout
in triumph, bawl like a baby, or laugh like a madman.
I finally settled on all three.  Oh gods above, it was
beautiful.

That's all from my end. Fair thee well, my friends.

'The Fairy Knight'
----------------------------------------------------------




'?' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

>'Talitha Cumi' wrote:
> >I have a question to start things rolling, one which
> >I've never seen addressed here ever - only vaguely
> >mentioned in passing a couple of times: how many of you
> >are super-turned-on by the sight of a little girl
> >peeing; even at a distance?  I am one of the
> >(apparently) few whose orientation has changed over the
> >years from being a 100-percent boy-lover to being a 95
> >percent GL, but even in the early days I never found the
> >sight of a LB peeing as intensely erotic as that of a
> >LG squatting and letting it flow!  Many of my fantasies
> >revolve around having a LG squatting - maybe on a toilet
> >seat - while I watch close up and perhaps let it flow
> >over me; though a similar scene with an adult female
> >would be totally nauseating.  So give me a "hi", those
> >who include this little twist on their list of
> >"what would make my day"!

Hey, I think that's great.  It's good to know I have
someone to talk to.  I like similar things and I have
about the same kind of likes as you do.  I get super
turned on at the though of that happening.

'?'
------------------------------------------------------




'Tsarevitch' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

Howdy everyone from the North American Atlantic
seaboard, slow winter here!  Not much personal lg
activity other then the usual outlets: television and
the occasional grocery shopping related sightings.
SIGH!

--

'OddBod' Wrote:

>I have recently come to the conclusion that I am a pedophile.
Lately I have spent almost every waking moment fantasizing
about making love to a beautiful young girl.

Welcome to our crux(?)!

>I am worried that soon I won't be able to control myself and
>that I will make love to my daughter.

Depends, How old is your daughter?  Sorry for the tease....

>I have searched for fulfilment on the net, but nothing that I have
>found has satisfied my needs. I wrote this hoping that you could
>direct me to some sights, not dedicated to artwork but real love
>between children, that would satisfy me.

I know how you feel and can strongly sympathize with
your dilemma despite the fact I don't have a daughter,
(perhaps an unspoken self-agreement for not having kids
myself), BUT (A VERY BIG BUT!)  What exactly are you
asking for?  Mental or spiritual or visual (read as
child p*rn) support?  Or...

1. Mental or spiritual:  Web sites dealing strictly
with self control or disciplining ones pedo libido?  Or
sites dealing with the social and or legal pressures of
the typical paedophile?  Sure one of our beloved list
members could supply that.  Your choose of secular or
non-secular versions.  Hundreds to choose from.

2. Visual support (see above for definition) Sorry,
can't help you there!  My philosophy regarding that eye
narcotics, "Jail is not my forte!"  You can quote me on
that one!

OR

Perhaps, Is it you have the audacity to literally ask
'where one could find pre-teen prostitutes'?  Or am I
reading too much into,

>but real love between children, that would <<SATISFY ME.>>

If I am correct (praying that I am not...) with
this interpretation, it would lead me to two possible
conclusions: Either you are a law enforcement agent
ready to pounce on your unsuspecting respondee...

Then GO AWAY! (Sorry if not the case, might be a little
bit paranoid, comes with the orientation) ...or...

>I am worried that if I don't find some release soon, I
>might do something I regret later.

You might really be a ticking time-bomb of sorts in
which for the love and safety of all children, please
force yourself to see a psychiatrist.  Being a
paedophile and a girl lover, first do no harm!  There
is more to paedophilia then having actual sexual affair
with the child.  I certainly am not condemning the
sexual acts between lg/gl (I revel in the stories
listed here with much envy) but with your case, it
reeks of utter desperation.  There really is a
difference between child molester and paedophile!  The
tone of your letter gives a hint that you might turn
towards being the former.  The child molester (cm) has
no conscious and cares little about the child as long
as the cm gets his/her sexual satisfaction at the
expense of the child's health, spirit or even life.  A
paedophile as defined may times at this list would put
the health, the mind, the spirit, and the sexual
fulfilment of the child FIRST, EVEN AT THE EXPENSE OF
not obtaining ones own satisfaction.  If the child
doesn't want a sexual relationship, then the paedophile
would concede to the whims and wants of the child while
the cm will, you guessed it, just end up raping the
child.

Now don't let "little 'ole me" scare you away, unless
of course you are of the sting-inducing law-enforcement
related types.  I tend to read to deeply into things
and use that excuse to ramble against perceived
injustices...

I will now euthanize this weeks rant by pulling the
plug.

Please Forgive my blusterings,

'Tsarevitch'
------------------------------------------------------





'Sanctuary' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

'Arktoi' wrote:
>I noticed a current magazine on the newsstand
>with the blaring headline "Pedophilia Chic."

Which magazine was that?  I recently saw a feature in
'Rolling Stone' about Brittney Spears saying that she
was 'freaked out' by the idea of pedophiles lusting
after her.  I saw a video clip of her on an archive
show of 'Star Search' when she was seven years old and
she didn't appear to be 'freaked out' then.  In fact,
she seemed to actually be enjoying herself.

'Sanctuary'
-----------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings digest ]



* UK: _Teacher in abuse case is freed_
* USA: _Supreme Court Upholds Life Detention_
* USA: _Teacher acquitted of touching students_
* USA: _DA prosecutes mom who gave teen son condoms_
* Canada: _Day's defamation deal costs public $800,000_

* USA: _Idaho city's nudity ordinance declared unconstitutional_
* Australia: Censorship: _Censors clear controversial book_
* UK: Censorship: _Police warn art auctioneers on sex photos_
* UK: Censorship and privacy: _RIP Act may be Moot by the summer_

Book note
Letter





UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

20th January 2001

_Teacher in abuse case is freed_

A teacher who was suspended three and a half years ago
after child abuse allegations were made against him
walked free from a court yesterday.

A judge ruled that any further delay in his trial would
breach his human rights.  The teacher, a former head of
education, had been facing five counts of child cruelty
between 1983 and 1994 and two counts of physical
assault between 1985 and 1986.

Newcastle Crown Court was told that the charges
followed allegations made by former residents of a
children's home.  Judge David Hodson, the Recorder,
ruled that a further wait for the next available trial
date in June would be in breach of the European
Convention on Human Rights.  He said: "A delay of three
years and 10 months is not a reasonable period in which
this defendant should be brought to trial."

The teacher, who has been on bail, maintained his
innocence throughout.  He said afterwards: "I am just
very aware that a 25-year career has been wiped out for
absolutely no reason at all.  The one thing I now have
is the freedom to speak to whom I want."

---------------------------------------------------------





USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

18th January 2001

_Supreme Court Upholds Life Detention_

The U.S. Supreme Court's yesterday supported a
Washington law that continues to lock up paedophiles
even after their prison sentences have ended.

Eight of the high court's nine justices ruled that the
10-year-old law is constitutional.

They decided that incarceration is legal because it is
done under a civil, not criminal, law - and a civil law
cannot be deemed punitive.

Justice Sandra Day O'Connor wrote for the majority: "An
act, found to be civil, cannot be deemed punitive as
applied to a single individual," O'Connor wrote.

Justice John Paul Stevens dissented, noting that the
defendant had made "detailed allegations concerning
both the absence of treatment for his alleged mental
illness and the starkly punitive character of the
conditions of his confinement."  Justice Stevens said
the defendant should have been given the chance to
prove his claims which, if substantiated, would define
the state statue as criminal law, rather than civil
law.

In 1999, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 9th Circuit,
in San Francisco, held that if the actual conditions of
the defendant's confinement appeared to be punitive
rather than therapeutic, forcing him to serve time
after completion of his prison sentence might be
unconstitutional.

The appeals court's reasoning was that, if the
defendant was being punished rather than treated, his
extra confinement might amount to double jeopardy or
improper imposition of new penalties for an old crime
that had already been punished.

The state of Washington appealed the appeals court
ruling to the Supreme Court.  Twenty-three states
joined the appeal.

Yesterday's defeat could signal an end to a decade of
constitutional challenges to the Washington law.

But Seattle public defender Bob Boruchowitz said
he believes the law is punitive and can still be
attacked on constitutional grounds.  "At some point, a
court has to look at the reality of what is happening
to our clients," he said.

The U.S. Supreme Court may rule shortly on whether to
hear the appeal of two residents of the commitment
center whose are making a similar challenge,
Boruchowitz said.

He held out hope that the court gave him an opening
yesterday when O'Connor wrote that the justices "have
not squarely addressed the relevance of conditions of
confinement to a first-instance determination."

Boruchowitz said he wasn't sure what the court meant by
"first instance" and that it could mean the initial
trial at which someone is committed.

At the same time, he said, lawyers may be able to
challenge the Washington law by pointing to the
punitive nature of the commitment center to all those
being held there and not, as with Young's case, to
individual clients.

No matter whether constitutional issues still exist,
the Washington law will continue to be argued over in
court.

The U.S. Supreme Court also suggested yesterday that
people detained at the center can sue in federal or
state court to force the center to provide treatment.

The center's treatment has remained under federal court
scrutiny for more than six years.

The Washington State Community Protection Act of 1990
set up a process to keep pedophiles from being released
after prison.

Typically, before such a person is released from
prison, a prosecutor goes to court to have him declared
a "sexually violent predator", meaning someone who is
deemed "likely to reoffend" if not confined.  Eventually,
the case goes to a civil trial before a judge or jury.

Over the years, no one has been released from the
commitment center, even after being declared cured.  A
total of 131 people remain in the center.  The
commitment center is located within the state's prison
at McNeil Island - a recent aerial photograph of McNeil
Island shows the commitment center is inside the
prison's perimeter of razor wire.

"This law from the beginning was designed to punish,
not to treat.  It was motivated by a desire for
preventive detention, not treatment," Boruchowitz said.

"If the state really wanted to provide treatment and to
help offenders return safely to the community, it would
not put them in prison on Washington's version of
Alcatraz -- an island prison."

---------------------------------------------------------





USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

14th January 2001

_Teacher acquitted of touching students - but is not
allowed his job back_

There is a boulder outside Pennridge High School in
Perkasie that by tradition serves as a community
sounding board.

Last weekend a painted message appeared: "Ludlow is
innocent."

That was Sunday.  By Monday, with a few brush strokes,
another opinion had surfaced: "Ludlow is guilty."

Then on Tuesday, Mark Ludlow, a teacher at the high
school, was acquitted by a Bucks County jury of
criminally touching three female students.

Sometimes a verdict settles the issue for a community.
Not in this case.

By most accounts, Ludlow was popular among students
for the five years that he taught history in Room 402D
at the high school.  But Ludlow lost his teaching job a
year ago after three 15-year-old girls, all 10th
graders, complained that he had touched their breasts,
rubbed their backs, and pressed his body against them
in class.

After a police investigation, Ludlow, 38, of Perkasie,
was charged with three counts each of indecent assault,
corruption of a minor and child endangerment.

Tuesday's verdict after a five-day trial ended the
criminal case against Ludlow, but he has an uphill
fight to win his job back.

"It's a knotty problem," John Gerner of Perkasie, a
civic activist and retired editor of a local newspaper,
said, noting that Ludlow's defenders are targeting
district Superintendent Robert Kish.

"It appears as if Dr. Kish has closed the door on Mark
Ludlow being reemployed, and now Dr. Kish is getting
criticized in the community.  Mark has been found
innocent in a court of law - shouldn't he be able to go
back to his job?"

The local teachers' union has asked a state arbitrator
to review the decision to fire Ludlow.  A meeting of
Ludlow, the district, and the teachers' union is
scheduled for Jan. 25.

Heather Kapsak, 17, of Sellersville, said Ludlow had
been her homeroom teacher.  "If he wants [his job], he
should get it.  He has a right to it - he was proven
innocent," Kapsak said.  "I never felt uncomfortable.
He was just a nice guy."

Ludlow was staunchly defended by parent Barry Weinstein
of Perkasie.

"I just think it's wrong to deprive him of his job, now
that they've found him not guilty," Weinstein said in
an interview.

During the trial, Ludlow testified, "I do shake their
hands.  I pat them on the back and touch their
shoulders.  I view that as just being part of being a
teacher.  I conduct my class as though an administrator
is in my class."  His lawyer said he did not want to be
interviewed last week.

---------------------------------------------------------





USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

14th January 2001

_DA prosecutes mom who gave teen son condoms_

You find out your teenage son is having sex.  So what
do you do?  Do you try to stop him?  Do you protect him
by buying him condoms?  Do you talk to him about it?
Do you tell a priest?  Guidance counselors?  The
police?

A 33-year-old Baraboo mother bought her son condoms,
and could face up to 15 years in prison and a $10,000
fine because Sauk County prosecutors think she made the
wrong decision.

Because she told police she did not stop her
13-year-old son from having oral sex and sexual
intercourse with his 15-year-old girlfriend,
prosecutors allege, the mother failed to prevent her
child from being sexually abused - and that's a felony.

Prosecutors and the mother's attorneys have until
February to finish filing briefs before Sauk County
Judge Guy Reynolds in the case, and a court date
probably will be set then if the case is not dismissed.

Sauk County District Attorney Patricia Barrett said no
one in her office would comment on the case.  But the
mother's attorney, Derek Horkan of Reedsburg, argues
that talking to your child about sex is
constitutionally protected speech that can't be
restricted by state laws.

"The prosecutor in this case, what her position is, is
taking the statute beyond its intended meaning," said
Horkan, who said his research has not turned up a
similar case that went to trial in Wisconsin.

---------------------------------------------------------





Canada:
---------------------------------------------------------

17th January 2001

_Day's defamation deal costs public $800,000_

A defamation lawsuit against Canadian Alliance leader
Stockwell Day has cost Alberta taxpayers $792,064.40,
with the majority of the out-of-court settlement going
to lawyers' fees.

The plaintiff, Red Deer, Alta., lawyer Lorne Goddard,
received $60,000 in damages with $246,000 for his legal
costs and $474,426.51 going to Mr. Day's legal costs.

Mr. Day sparked the lawsuit when he wrote a letter to a
newspaper criticizing Mr. Goddard, a Red Deer school
trustee, for acting as defence lawyer in a pedophilia
case.

---------------------------------------------------------





Censorship: USA: Idaho:
---------------------------------------------------------

18th January 2001

_Idaho city's nudity ordinance declared unconstitutional_

U.S. District Judge Lynn Winmill yesterday found that
the Boise's nudity ordinance infringes on the First
Amendment freedom of expression and is unconstitutional.

In his ruling, Winmill wrote: "Indeed many of the
swimsuits and gowns sold in Boise department stores
could not be worn in public without violating the Boise
ordinance's ban on public nudity."

Boise's ordinance is more restrictive than one in Erie,
Pa., which the U.S. Supreme Court ruled constitutional
last March in
[http://www.fac.org/legal/supcourt/99-2000/paps_ind.htm]

The Boise ordinance would "completely interfere with
the erotic message of the nudity that the Supreme Court
has indicated is entitled to First Amendment
protection," Winmill wrote.

Boise Mayor Brent Coles was out of town and his
spokeswoman did not return a call.

---------------------------------------------------------





Censorship: Australia:
---------------------------------------------------------

January 2001

_Censors clear controversial book_

An art book which landed South Australian police in the
centre of a censorship controversy after it was seized
from an Adelaide bookstore has been given an
unrestricted classification.

The Office of Film and Literature Classification says
the book _Pictures_, by deceased American photographer
Robert Mapplethorpe, contains bonafide works of art.
The book will now be returned.

---------------------------------------------------------





Censorship: UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

Sunday _21 January_ 2001

_Police warn art auctioneers on sex photos_

Scotland Yard's obscene publications squad is to
investigate explicit photographs published by
Christie's auction house in a catalogue and on its
internet site.

For the first time in its 200-year history Christie's,
famous for selling Old Masters, has issued a warning in
one of its modern art catalogues about the sexual
content of some of the images on sale.

The catalogue photographs for the contemporary art sale
on February 8th and 9th show couples, including a female
dwarf, engaged in explicit sexual practices,
hermaphrodites, transexuals and women in bondage gear.

Inspector Graham Ward, the head of the Obscene
Publications Unit at Scotland Yard said he and his team
will visit the auction house to see whether such an
image should be shown to the Crown Prosecution Service.

The photographs causing the most concern are those of
the major Spanish artist Andres Serrano
[http://www.artcyclopedia.com/artists/serrano_andres.html],
who gained notoriety in 1987 for selling a crucifix
submerged in his own urine called Piss Christ.
According to Christie's, his photographs are a
straightforward representation of sex.

Graham Southern, the Christie's specialist in charge of
the sale, said: "From Old Masters to Serrano, sexuality
has been the subject that has been explored frankly.
It is nothing particularly new.  I think possibly the
amount of media attention is different, and
contemporary art seems to be an area where we get a
disproportionate amount of attention."

The photographs, which are estimated to sell for about
6,000 each, will be exhibited at Christie's King
Street headquarters in London before the sale.  They
will be hung in a special area behind a screen.  A
spokesman said: "We've done it all before - we had a
similar method of presenting the Jeff Koons picture we
sold in November."

Serrano is not the only artist in the sale whose works
focus on sex and nakedness.  There are also a number of
photographs by Wolfgang Tillmans, showing men and women
without clothes, and a set of 14 photographs by Richard
Prince entitled Cowboys and Girlfriends, featuring
topless girls astride motorbikes.

A photograph by the American artist Nan Goldin showing
a Chinese girl wearing bondage gear is expected to
fetch 12,000, and photographs of Tracey Emin painting
nude in her studio could fetch 40,000.

---------------------------------------------------------




Censorship: bypassing it:
---------------------------------------------------------

January 2001

_RIP Act may be Moot by the summer_

An association of programmers and privacy advocates is
working hard to make all the arguments about the UK's
draconian RIP Act a moot point.

Members of the group, "who aren't exactly secret but
some of us don't want to be identified either" are
designing an open-source security system called
"M-o-o-t."

M-o-o-t is an operating system that boots off of, and
is contained entirely on, a single CD.  It will not
allow users to store files or keys on their PC.  Instead
it sends encrypted information to numerous offshore
"data havens," outside British jurisdiction.

The M-o-o-t CD will also include a stripped down
e-mail, word processor and graphics program.

"We are doing this so people can be private elsewhere
than in our heads.  We object to the idea that people
should not be allowed to seek privacy from
governments," said the project leaders on their website
[http://www.m-o-o-t.org] .

"Moot will kill RIP dead," promised Piers Hill, a
network security specialist and developer who is
familiar with the project.

A beta release of M-o-o-t is expected in July.  Its
programmers said they are trying to ensure it will run
on all computer platforms and will be usable by
"everybody, not just geeks."

M-o-o-t's developers hope to be able to offer it for
free, but added that "someone has to pay for the data
havens."

http://www.m-o-o-t.org

---------------------------------------------------------





Book:
---------------------------------------------------------

24th May 2000

_The fine art of cradle snapping_

Mummy's little darling or Daddy's little devil,
children are famously hard to photograph.  Whether it's
a glossy, stylised Shirley Temple studio shot or gritty
realist social comment, photographers almost never get
what they think they want.

It could not have been easy for Mary McCartney to take
the first official pictures of Leo Blair for a specific
audience in the equivalent of a long coffee break.

The best photographers of children have left firm
intentions in the darkroom.  From Charles Negre's 1850s
shots of chimney sweeps walking along the Paris
embankment to Linda McCartney's arresting photographs
of her children under Mull of Kintyre's stormy skies,
it is contingency which makes the most arresting
prints.

Although Temple's buffed and tweaked look now defines a
period, there is nothing more unsettling than posed up
pictures of the naturally fidgety.  From the generic
school portrait with the swirly background to the
made-up faces of fun-sized beauty queens, these
photographers fail to capture the pure, unselfconscious
charm of a child caught when it least expects it.

Photographs of children are special because they show
the impending transition into adulthood, a moment more
radical than simple ageing.  As the shutter closes the
subject disappears too.  They are in a continual
process of leaving their world behind.

Who could forget the tragic face of murdered JonBenet
Ramsey, the six-year-old modern American Lolita, the
Little Miss Colorado 1996, who was not allowed to age
naturally on film.  Instead she was forced to become an
overdressed beauty queen by her millionaire parents,
with lipstick contracts and the poise of a professional
glamour model.

In the little-documented history of children's
photography, the most affecting images are those in
which the photographer gains real access to their
world, rather than a crude forced entry.  In _London
Photographs_ (Museum of London, 9.95) the late Terence
Donovan's photographs of his daughter Daisy, now a
successful television presenter, in the garden of their
house in Notting Hill are magical.  In one taken in
Chepstow Villas in the mid-1970s she wears a tutu and
crown and clutches a wand in her hand.  Although she is
aware of being photographed she is completely at ease.
It is as though Donovan Sr were a playmate, equally
interested in her game of make-believe.

Children have "a capacity for absolute relaxation and
unconscious grace; their absorption in the immediate;
and above all their enormous confidence, their
curiosity about living, and their acceptance and
transcendence of their environment," says the critic B.
S. Johnson in text accompanying photographer Julia
Trevelyan Oman's _Street Children_.

It is little surprise then that some of the most
touching photographs of children were taken by one.
The early work of Graham Ovenden - who started out with
a Kodak Brownie in 1956 when he was 13 years old -
seems to take up all these elements.  During the same
time Roger Mayne and Trevelyan Oman, both adults, were
photographing children in different areas of London.
But while they had a grasp of the subject's history,
Ovenden's then "hobby" was purely instinctive.  The
photographer, whose shots of London's street children
are collected in _Childhood Streets_, has described
how, starting at age 13, using money from a paper-round,
he would perhaps twice a month take the train from
Southampton where he lived to spend the weekend in the
East End of London.  He mostly slept rough in factory
gratings and spent the days walking the streets with
his camera and gaining the trust of children.  Most
were unaware that he was recording their lives.

Similar candidness was captured by Helen Levitt, born
in Brooklyn in 1913.  A friend of Henri
Cartier-Bresson, she captured games of cops and
robbers, childish fights and tenderness between
children without turning it into social comment.

The photographs of Leo [Prime Minister's new son]
reportedly taken by his brothers and sister the day
after the birth may turn out to be the real
photographic treasures.


_Childhood Streets_ by Graham Ovenden is published by
Ophelia Editions at 22.95.

---------------------------------------------------------





Letter:
---------------------------------------------------------

Sir: Regarding "sex tourism" and the sexual exploitation
of children, your writer makes a case supporting the
French penal code, which applies France's laws to its
citizens even when they are abroad.

This "impeccable" law, he suggests, helps to squelch
this brand of tourism, which allows such exploitation
to occur.

But this type of repressive law should send a chill
through anyone who believes in expanding human rights.

If the French model were adopted worldwide, citizens of
countries whose laws are restrictive regarding sexual
issues like homosexuality or contraception, or
nonsexual issues like political dissent or religious
freedom could find no escape, even while visiting or
living in more open societies.  For instance, are we
prepared to allow Chinese and Tibetan refugees living
in North America to be policed from Beijing?

Applying the laws of a person's homeland, even while he
is abroad, sets a haunting precedent for citizens of
repressive states: no matter how far you wander the
earth, you can never taste the natural freedoms that
others enjoy.

---------------------------------------------------------
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'Yuri' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------


>'The Fairy Knight' wrote:
>To OddBod:
>Second, its hard to be a father figure and a lover at
>the same time.  Trust me on that one.

I agree.  IMHO, that is the main reason that the
relationship between Humbert and Lolita failed: he
tried to be her lover and her stepfather at the same
time.  It just doesn't work.  That also ties in with
trying to be a teacher or professor and a lover at the
same time: ethics aside, the same practical problems
present themselves.  Besides the potential for abuse of
power, there is also the problem that the student (or
the daughter) can now use sex to manipulate the older
person to an unfair advantage, as Lolita did.

'Yuri'
-------------------------------------------------------





'Rawdog' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

>'Rawdog' wrote:
>>'Yuri' wrote:
>>where there is a professional
>>relationship of unequal positions that, IMHO,
>> precludes a personal romantic relationship.

>The reality of the situation is that if two human beings
>are drawn inexorably together, position and/or age
>become meaningless.

>>Actually, I have been in this situation before.

So have I.

>>Luckily, I was also in a position where I could remove
>>myself from the professional relationship before
>>responding to the advances of the other person.  It has
>>to be one or the other: you can't "have your cake and
>>eat it too".

Who says?  Society?  You?  The law?

In your case, if you had no intention of abusing your
position of authority, then there should have been no
'ethical' reason for leaving.  I was not in a position
where I could leave.

You must be willing to risk opprobrium, arrest, jail,
loss of job.  You also need to be willing to accept
the extreme joy, the fear, the emotional stress and
the incredible heights and depths to which you will
both take, and be taken, in such a relationship.

>>Responding to Kim's advances while he is still in a
>>professional relationship is the ethical dilemma here,
>>if he wants to respond, he needs to terminate the
>>professional relationship first, then he can respond.

Personally, I find the dilemma here no more ethically
challenging than any inter-generational relationship.
If the guy in the position of authority is not actually
abusing power, then what's the problem?  The
*perception* that power _may_ be abused?  I'm not
interested in  "perceptions."  You are either abusing
power or you are not.

>A teacher may argue as he will, but the fact is there
>is a huge gap in experience as well as life outlook
>between a teenager and himself.  This is what needs to
>be grappled with, not the fact that the guy supposedly
>wields some kind of magic power over her because of his
>authority.

>>If that is the case, then that would apply to all
>>inter-generational relationships, would it not?  Should
>>we then ban all such relationships?

Yes, I believe it would apply.  Inter-generational
relationships are fraught with inherent problems that
revolve around age, outlook and experience.  It is this
which has to be grappled with in every case.  But
grappling with something does not mean banning it.  It
means finding a way through the difficulty, the social
stigma, the inherent differences between man and lg;
finding and worshiping the spark that is between two
people regardless of the difficulties, the social
stigma, and the false, so called 'ethical' standards
imposed by society.  As long as power is not abused,
there is no greater ethical breach here than there is
in any older man loving a younger girl.

'Rawdog'
----------------------------------------------------





'Lloyd' writes:
----------------------------------------------------

Hiya, kitten lovers!  Forgive me, for it has been many
weeks since my last posting.  I've been having a fairly
un-delightful time of it recently.

Nothing actually _wrong_, just a total dearth of
precious little moments with precious little girls.

Thankfully I have been visited by some enchanting
mini-muses, and received the necessary inspiration to
begin writing again.  Plus I've been having difficulty
finding the privacy to write, as I've been working
recently (in an office), therefore having to actually
_sleep_ at nights, when I usually write.  On with the
post.

--

Just a brief tale from the office - one of the women
working there was talking to another about her 15 year
old daughter, who is seeing a 20 year old man.  I think
this points out what I said in one of my earlier posts

- legally this man she is seeing is 'a paedophile', yet
he would not be viewed as such by (most) members of
society.  The woman then went on to say that as a 14
year old she had an affair with her 26 year old
teacher.  She didn't appear psychologically scarred by
this relationship.  I guess that just goes to show that
it _is_ possible for a paedophilic relationship that,
even if not beneficial, is at least not _damaging_.

It's a shame that there aren't more of these stories
"out there", but then the media is only interested when
things go wrong.  Let's face it, "Little Suzy meets a
paedophile, he seduces her, they are happy together,
and finally separate amicably, then both of them carry
on with their lives, happy that they had known each
other" hardly makes for an interesting read.  They only
want "Little Suzy lured into seedy vice ring by Peer of
the Realm, exploited, and dumped on the streets where
she dies of heroin overdose."  Is it just me, or are
they (or "Joe Public") the _really_ perverse ones?
That's enough on that for the minute.  I'll have a big
rant against the media in a bit.

--

Delightful Encounter No.  1 - This is just a short
moment of joy, I'll save the _big_ one for the end.

Couple of weeks back did a little Christmas shopping.
Indulged in a little ornithology whilst in town.
(Quick aside - does everyone agree with me in saying
that the 4-6 age band is probably the most generous in
giving out smiles?)  Met up with the family in a
restaurant.  I was the first of us to get there, and
just _happened_ to pick a table in front of one where
an old woman and her two (presumably) granddaughters
were sitting down.  I of course sat myself in the
optimum observation position.  I assume they were
sisters, though they looked so close in age (I'd guess
around 10) that they may have just been friends.  One
was very pretty, and the other (the elder girl) was
attractive as well, but in a very - almost, but not
quite, _too_ - boyish way.  I caught their eyes a few
times over a plate of aubergine, though only fleeting
glances.  (I'm terrible at keeping eye contact with lgs
- I always break quickly, in fear that someone will
notice, or that they will protest.)  I managed to keep
fairly cool, though - only once did I fail to notice
that somebody was speaking to me whilst I was ogling
the dainty delicacies on the other table.  (And I'm so
vacant most of the time that this probably didn't
notice) Anyway, now that I've made a very short story a
whole lot longer, I'll get to the point.

I looked up from my plate at the younger, prettier
sister, and I could have _sworn_ that she winked at me.
Of course, seconds later the large, pessimistic (and,
let's face it, realistic) part of my brain told me that
it was probably just a little twitch, some grit in her
eye, rather than an invitation to Know her.  But for
those precious seconds while my fantasy side was in
control, it was bliss.

--

Re possibly 'Paedophilia-relevant' lyrics.  There's a
song by Travis called "U16 Girls", I'll have to try and
look up the lyrics for that.  It's _definitely_
Paedophilia-relevant, though.  Also, lots of Belle and
Sebastian songs feature lyrics involving 'schoolgirls'.
One track of theirs has the sound of children playing
running in the background.  Nice.

--

Now for my promised (or should that be threatened?)
rant against the media.  I saw, on the TV a little
while ago, a local news story.  (Although not local to
_me_ - it was on local news while I was in a different
part of the country.  So no fears of discovery from
it!)  Well, I hesitate to use the word "story", as
there _was_ no story, as far as I could tell.

This item was about an old man - he must have been at
least 70 - who was a convicted paedophile.  He had, by
the way, already served sentences for any crimes of
which he had been convicted.  Anyway, the entire focus
of this news story was that the local authority weren't
_doing_ anything about him.  Exactly what _should_ have
been done was never explained.  His grand-niece (or
some relation like that - in her twenties-thirties) was
interviewed, saying how he had molested her as a child.
(which was fair enough, I guess).  She then went on to
complain that other members of the family were still
allowing him to come into contact with their children.
Now, is it just me here, or isn't it THEIR choice who
they allow to see their children?  Yet, the news
program was clearly supporting her side of the argument
as 'logical' and right.  It just really made me sick.
But not as much as the end of the article.  It had some
video footage of the old man talking to a woman in the
street, then bending down to pat her little boy on the
head.  Fair enough, but it was shot in slow motion -
you know, that scary-psycho-killer slow motion, where
the image is slightly blocky and shot from a distance.
As they were doing this, the had someone doing a
voice-over, saying something along the lines of "This
man is still free, and able to gain access to children.
Is this little boy safe?".  I mean, they might as well
have just written, in block capitals, along the bottom
of the screen "THIS MAN IS EVIL."  It was _the_ most
exploitative, emotive, piece of un-professional
sub-journalistic cack I have _ever_ had the misfortune
to see.  _But_, because it was about a paedophile, it
was OK to do it.  (I must admit, I think most
non-paedophiles would have been appalled as well.)

--

Little girls peeing - yes, that does if for me, too.
There is something about the shape of an lg's body as
she squats.  The curves.  Mm-mmm.  And the delicate
sound.  I will also confess that, like the originator
of this line of discussion, I was into boys peeing when
was younger.  Needless to say, this launched me of into
that whole teen "Am-I-gay?"  thing.  But now I've found
out that I'm _not_ gay, I'm a paedophile.  (Hmmm, does
anyone know if you can take sexual abnormalities back
to the shop and exchange them?)

--

Now for the main event.  I had the most delightful
pre-Christmas party.  It was at my mum and her new
husband's house, and frequented by local families.  A
couple of these families had lgs with them, though one
family stands out.  Two girls, one of them five years
old, blonde, blue eyes, and so sweet she has a
dentist's warning stamped on her forehead.  She was
definitely what I would refer to as "little girl cute".
The other girl was eight.  Very nice looking, though
not as classically pretty or sugary as her little
sister.  She had curly red hair - like Elizabeth I red,
with a hint of brown - and wore glasses.  The glasses
really suited her, perfect for the shape of her face.

Anyway, little sister (or "Jenny", as she shall
henceforth be known), did what most cute little girls
who come to our house do, and latched onto my sister.
She literally spent the whole evening stuck to my
sister's back.  (Well, OK, not _literally_ stuck - she
wasn't _that_ excited.  ;)) While I would have much
preferred for her to be riding on _my_ back, it did
give me the chance to tickle her tiny, bare feet en
passant every now and then.  The Little Princess (whom
I mentioned in an earlier post) also made a brief, but
welcome, appearance.

In fact, the two of them (her and Jenny) combined their
powers against me.  They came and asked me if they
could take a candy cane from off of the Christmas tree,
and how could I refuse?  They _looked_ at me and
everything.  Those eyes - no man could resist such
power.  When I did a bit of playing-about
"Hmm-well-I-don't-know"-ing, they held out their
clasped hands pleadingly.  I would have retrieved the
Maltese Falcon for them.  I must admit, this little
episode completely destroyed what little faith I had
left in the idea of little girls being "innocent".  It
was shameless manipulation - let's face it, they _knew_
they could tie me in a double-bow around their little
little fingers by pulling the "cute-little-girl" act.
And it _was_ an act.  They knew what they wanted, and
they knew how to get it.  It sounds cynical, I know,
but that doesn't mean it isn't right!

Later on in the evening I was on the landing when Jenny
and my sister disappeared into the bathroom.  Needless
to say, I was somewhat intrigued.  The door was left
slightly ajar, and I hung around, listening for any
magical little sounds.  There were none, and a minute
or so later they emerged, and left.  Needing to relieve
myself, I entered, and spotted something on the floor.
A little scrap of material.  Yes, it was Jenny's vest!
Obviously the little sweetheart had been getting a
little hot, and decide to remove a layer of underwear.
I was very pleased at her decision.  I felt the vest,
imagining what it would feel like when filled, feeling
the warmth, smelling the clean non-smell of it's former
occupant.

What about big sister?  ("Katy", for sake of argument)
Is she merely getting fobbed off with a couple of
not-entirely-flattering lines?  Hell no!  I think she
was probably the most _special_ lg I have ever had the
divine pleasure of encountering.  She's a very bright
girl.  She has a very analytical, logical and
imaginative mind.  She is also quite shy and withdrawn.
She didn't really want to be off and playing with the
other kids who were around.  I found her sitting in my
brother's room, sitting cross-legged on the floor, her
head buried in a book on her lap.  I just stood there,
watching her shoulders for a minute or so.  I got that
feeling were I just wanted to go and touch her.  Not
'Touch' in the biblical sense, but just to put a hand
on her shoulder, or hold her against me.  I think I
sort of felt sorry for her - which was stupid, really,
as I think she was fairly content.  In the end, I just
asked her if she wanted a drink or anything - I don't
think she had been aware of my presence up until that
moment.  She didn't.  I left.

Later on, when the number of people had thinned down
considerably - and the few that were left (thankfully
the sisters' parents among them) were all
metaphysically in the kitchen (actually in the dining
room, but it had that "kitchen during a party" feel to
it) I was sitting about with the adults, and Katy came
and joined us.  She was one of those children - and I
should know, I was one - who prefers the company of
adults to those her own age.  She had a certain air
about her that made her intensely desirable.  I don't
know _what_.  But she is the first lg I have met that I
_really_ think it would be possible to have a
relationship with.  I know that I _won't_ - it's
difficult, after all, I mean, I can't just ring her up
and invite her out to the cinema or anything.  Not
without raising a few suspicious eyebrows, anyway.  But
that's our main problem, right?  Allowed myself to get
a little side-tracked there - back to the party.

My stepdad (it still seems funny to think of him as
that, but there you go) talked to Katy.  She didn't
talk back much - just responding with head
nods-and-shakes - but that was to do with how he was
talking to her, I think.  He's a really nice bloke, my
stepdad, but can often talk in a bit of a lecturey
"schoolmaster" kind of way.  It's not a manner of
speaking I respond well to.  Also, he was asking her
some rather awkward, personal questions in a public
place - another trait which has never sat well with me.
He was talking about her being bright, and asking her
questions like whether she sometimes felt that the
other children her age were silly, that kind of thing.
Quite awkward questions to answer really.  I think he
was trying to be really supportive of her, but I think
it just made her uncomfortable.  Shame, really.  But I
did learn that she wants to be a deep-sea scientist
when she grows up.  Quite an interesting choice for an
8 year old girl, really, but like I said, I think she's
quite an interesting girl.  I must admit, in some ways
she reminded me of myself at around her age.  The poor
girl!  Finally we played with one of my cats for a few
minutes, and had a little conversation about pets.  She
seemed confident, and was quite chatty.  I think she
quite liked me, which made me feel all warm inside.

--

Oh dear.  I am _really_ getting sloppy.  All the stuff
above was written just before Christmas, and intended
to get on the list then.  However, due to technical
difficulties in the large part it got delayed.  First
my hard drive took a plunge, and my computer was
knocked out of whack over Christmas (and as you can
imagine, finding someone to put it right at that time
of the year wasn't easy!)  Once I had got it repaired -
I was somewhat nervous - after all, the case of A
Certain Celebrity Whose Name Cannot Be Mentioned was in
my mind.  He got into a _hell_ of a lot of trouble when
his PC was repaired and images discovered, didn't he?
Thankfully, I've not used the computer to look for
anything of that nature, but I was still worried they
might sneak a peak at my e-mails, discovering this
little gem.  Anyway, once my computer was up and
running again, I discovered that my ISP's e-mail server
was down.  By this time (thankfully!)  I had more to
write, but fell into a general malaise and couldn't get
it written down, but now I have at last!  Well, I think
that's enough excuse-making for now.  Time to open the
Box of Delights.

--

A few days after Christmas - about a week after the
party from above - a friend of my mum's came up to
visit.  Two young girls, one 10, one 6 or 7.  Sadly the
elder girl is not attractive to me, and I am not really
interested in her.  The little girl, though, is a
different kettle of fish.  She is another really cute
girl, like Jenny from above.  Improbably cute, with
just that right amount of "little madam" about her.
Dark hair, pixie ears, and (to plagiarise Raymond
Chandler) a smile you can feel in your hip pocket.  (I
_Love_ that line!  ;)) I shared a few smiles with her
over the dinner table.  (Guilty Confession: She was
given the job of collecting all of the rubbish created
by the Christmas presents.  She had the paper and
wrappings held in her arms.  I put mine in her arms,
and my hand brushed against the place where her breasts
weren't.  I don't think she really noticed.

Here I will touch briefly on the somewhat contentious
subject of Paedophilia as a sexual attraction.  I feel
that it _must_ - to some extent - be a sexual tendency.
Why?  because, after dinner as I was playing with my
little Pixie, I was sexually aroused.  Just to clarify,
when I say "playing with her", I do not mean bouncing
her on my lap, or fondling her in the context of a
game, or anything else that could be derived as "sexual
play".  I mean, I was just playing with a Slinky with
her (in fact, most of the time I was almost just
watching her).  My sexual arousal was purely natural -
I was not fantasizing about her, and was entirely
"innocent" of any paedophilic thoughts.  Yet _still_ I
was turned on by her.  Just being in her presence.
Soon it was bedtime for her.  Knowing that she would be
leaving at some time in the morning, I actually set my
alarm clock, so that I wouldn't lose any possible time
with her.  (Yes, I really was _that_ adoring!)  Spent a
little time with her (and my younger brothers, and her
little brother) watching cartoons (I attempted to
impress her with my limited knowledge of Pokemon).  She
then decided that she was going to go out in the snow
(yes, we had some!), and that I was going to go out
with her to play "it".  I agreed, which was a bit
uncharacteristic for me.  Generally I would go "Oooh,
what will people think?", but this time around, I
thought "Fuck it.  I'm going to go and chase a
beautiful little girl around in the snow."  And so I
did, and it was fun.  We must have been running around
the garden for a good fifteen minutes together.  She,
of course, won.  But I'm sure that I came off the
better!

--

Quiet New Year's Eve.  Friends from down the road came
over, complete with eight year old girl.  Dark hair,
blue eyes, we sat together watching "The Wizard of Oz".
That was it, nothing much, but a fun way to spend an
afternoon.

--

Welcome aboard, 'OddBod', I'll just do what I do best
and echo what other people have said.  Self control is
a very necessary (and very difficult) part of being a
paedophile.  That's where this list can help.  (Hear
that, Big Brother?  I said this list can _help_.)  I
think it is important that we can have people to talk
to (Well, OK, write to if you're going to be pedantic)
about our feelings - both good and bad.  People who
aren't going to shop you (hopefully), but who will
advise you if things look ominous.  I can neither
recommend nor dissuade you on the subject of having a
sexual relationship with your daughter.  If you were to
embark upon such a relationship, it should be
consensual, and borne out of a mutual feeling of love.
_not_ out of desperation.  I know it's a lot easier for
me to write this than it is for you to come to terms
with your own emotions, and keep your head level, but
there it is.

--

I'll put on my literary head, and try to answer as many
of your questions as I can.  Dorothy - hmm, not _sure_
how old she was supposed to be - I haven't read the
books - but in the sequel to the film - "Return to Oz"
- Dorothy was played by an actual little girl (A very
beautiful young Fairuza Balk).  I think she was about
ten, so it would follow that the character is supposed
to be about nine/ten.

Alice (the character in the books, not the real Liddell
girl) was 7 3/4 (or thereabouts) in "Through the
Looking Glass" - it is mentioned in one of the
chapters.  Humbert Humbert is indeed a "joke" name -
towards the end the character of Humbert writes about
how he debated what his pseudonym should be.  As for
Nabokov, _as far as I know_ he was not paedo.  I think
there is often a lot of authorial blurring, as the book
is 'written' by the unreliable Humbert.  Also, girl
love does not appear to be a common theme for Nabokov.
"Lolita" is his only book to have concerned it (I
think).  "Laughter in the Dark" is a semi-paedophilic
story, although it is a young girl, rather than a
little girl, who is the object of the man's desires.
And it is the affair itself, rather than the fact that
it is an affair with a younger woman, that creates the
drama.  On the other hand, Nabokov _does_ seem to know
how the mind of a gl works, to some extent, though
maybe we are subconciously influenced by his writing?
Who knows?  His insight does at times seem to hint at
experience, though.

--

Thank the lord, I have discovered little-girl
heaven-on-earth!  I had the opportunity to be with
children of primary school age (between the ages of
five and eleven) with whom I was able to spend three
afternoons at a centre.  Katy and Jenny were there, and
it was nice to see them again.  I suppose I was
half-expecting them to not recognise me, or at least
not to acknowledge me, but thankfully I was pleasantly
surprised.  Katy smiled at me, and walked over to say
hello, and to tell me about a friend who had hit his
head against the wall at school.  It was a real
heart-mouth moment.  I was so thrilled - I mean, it
wasn't like she had been walking past me or anything,
she actually _approached_ me.  I know it doesn't sound
like much, but I was just completely "Wow!".  Again,
I'll have to flounder pathetically, and say that I
don't know what it is that makes her so special.  She's
not beautiful - she is good looking, just in a
"different" way.  I think I mis-judged her when I said
previously that she was shy.  She does actually appear
very confident and quite outgoing, I just don't think
she likes children - she definitely prefers the company
of adults.  She's bright, and also quite precocious,
but not in the way of dressing up in tight tops and
short skirts and pretending to be a teenager.  Her
whole attitude is older than her years.  I mean, I keep
forgetting that she is only eight years old.  Anyway, I
didn't actually _do_ much with her, except watch her
model papier-mache, and accept and return a smile every
now and then.

Little Jenny snared me as I passed her, too.  She is a
_real_ extrovert - wanted me as an audience.  She does
these things with her tongue... (Ahem.  Actually, it
was all perfectly legal.  She was just showing me how
she could roll her tongue and things like that.)
Still, it was a pretty sight to watch.  We were
sticking our tongues out at each other, and for a split
second the idea of moving closer and touching tongues
popped up, but thankfully the self-preservation area of
my brain was quick to bring it down with a
tranquilliser dart.  The afternoon was mainly spent in
passive enjoyment.  However, little Jenny decided to
teach me how to make one of those growing newspaper
trees.  This afforded the opportunity for some harmless
contact as we sellotaped up the newspaper.  Hand over
hand - hers were so small and lovely.

I will have to curse the bleak midwinter, though.  The
cold weather meant - horror of horrors!  - that the lgs
were all wearing thick tights under their skirts.
There were numerous "would've-been" panty flashes, but
rather than delightful displays of delicate deltas
decorously draped in dainty drawers (HooHa - I'm on
form today!), all that the girls' skirts revealed were
vast walls of stretched-yet-opaque nylon.  I think that
about wraps it up for the first day.

I heard later that someone there had asked Jenny if she
remembered me from the party.  She said "Of course - he
gave me candy."  Proof that, if all fails, lgs and
sweets always combine.  ;)

Another day in paradise.  On the second day there were
several more lgs - all around 5/6, all very cute.  They
all went off in a big mob, running and squealing as
only little girls can.  More voyeuristic pleasure.
Around half way through the afternoon, something
happened.  A six year old blonde, missing her two front
teeth (top), whom I shall call "Severin" - for reasons
that will become clear (If you're as anal as me, and
have a good memory for pointless, trivial facts.)  -
approached me and began to punch me.  Fair enough, I
thought, I probably deserved it.  I half-heartedly
blocked some of the blows, and enquired whether she did
karate.  She said she did, and proceeded to take my
hand and bend it back into the arm, so that I had to
get down on my knees, and took my arm behind my back.
With that, she leapt onto my back, and started pulling
playfully at my hair.  As you can no doubt imagine, I
was starting to like this little game.  So I stood up
with her on my back, and deposited her on a counter,
where she was stuck until I lifted her down again.
(She slid down my leg, my hands slid up her body) She
once again began beating me into submission, and I went
down on my knees to better protect myself.  This time
little Severin went for my throat, and I went onto my
back.  The little brawler then, fairly inevitably, I
guess (though I don't _think_ I planned for it) decided
that she would pin me, and proceeded to straddle my
prone figure.  There we were, me lying on the floor,
her sitting on my groin, just inside the doorway.  As
if that weren't enough, she decided to bounce up and
down!  My body, of course, reacted strongly to the
bouncing female.  I had to twist slightly to place my
hip beneath her to avoid any potential embarrassment,
injury and/or prosecution.  It was intense - and
intensely fun.

Anyway, after a while she let me up, and led me to
another part of the room.  (literally - she was pulling
me along by the hand) Here she told me to sit down on
the floor.  I was her servant (as she pointed out to
me) and powerless to resist.  She got onto my back
again, and tugged at my hair a little (not spitefully -
it didn't really hurt) before deciding to sit on my
shoulders, her legs either side of my neck.  She got a
book (somehow - don't ask me) and started to read it,
using me as a chair.  When she had tired of that, I
helped her down and she sat on my lap, leaning back
against my chest.  She picked up my hand, and laid it
just below her stomach, as she read aloud to me.  It
was just so _great_.  After all the agonising I've done
before about whether to approach a pretty little girl,
what people would think, what could happen, and so on.
Here was a girl who, about an hour and a half after
seeing me for the first time, has been over me like a
rash before snuggling up to me and getting me to cuddle
her.  It was  lg bliss, and I had done nothing wrong -
in fact, you could say I had done everything right.
Legal thrills!  But that was not the end of it.  When
she had finished reading the book, she decided to steal
my glasses.  In an effort to regain them, I tickled her
tummy, which caused her to curl up giggling, and
release my glasses.  This caused her to set that most
provocative of lg challenges.  "I bet you can't guess
where I am ticklish".  An invitation to explore the
young body in the spirit of playfulness.

I managed to guess first time as I fingered her little
armpits.  She than spun on my lap to face me, and
demanded that I tell her where I was ticklish, or she
would pull my nose - which she began to do.  I thought
it would be the safest option to tell her.  Again
temptation reared it's ugly head (not the only ugly
head that had reared up.  For ages I had been dreading
the moment when Severin would say "Lloyd, why is your
willy hard?"  in earshot of the room as a whole.
Thankfully this never happened.), but I decided to
admit that I was also ticklish under the arms.  Not
content with tickling me through my clothes, she stuck
her hand up the sleeve of my jumper to get at my
armpits.  My god, the girl was insatiable!  Give her a
whip and leathers, and call her 'Mistress'.  She has a
good future as a dominatrix.  In fact, she has a good
_present_ as a dominatrix, if you like them young.  ;)

--

Well, I've still got more to write, but if I don't stop
now, I won't get this finished for the post.  Tune in
next week for more on Katy and Severin, and a little
more spleen-venting and idea-tossing.  Bye for now,

'Lloyd'
--------------------------------------------------





'Arktoi' writes:
--------------------------------------------------

To 'Sanctuary':

The magazine with the cover article on "Pedophilia
Chic" was a U.S. weekly called National Standard.
The article seemed to be mostly about man-boy love.
Of course it was negative, and probably contains no
more information of interest than that you could
find from BoyLinks.

'Arktoi'
--------------------------------------------------
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Canada:
-----------------------------------------------------------

27th January 2001

_Supreme Court Allows Some Possession of Child Pornography_

The Supreme Court of Canada upheld the aims of the
child pornography laws Friday, but took steps to ensure
that private works of imagination and creativity do not
run afoul of it.

The long-awaited decision by Canada's Supreme Court on
Friday clarified what is and isn't child pornography.

The law was challenged by John Robin Sharpe, a
67-year-old Vancouver man, who succeeded in having the
British Columbia Supreme Court strike the law down.
The Court's ruling said the law outlawing a person's
own creations bordered on thought control.  Sharpe was
backed by civil liberties groups who raised concerns
about privacy.  "There is no evidence that demonstrates
a significant increase in the danger to children caused
by pornography," wrote Justice Duncan Shaw in the
BC ruling.

The Supreme Court of Canada then took the case on.
The higher court ruled Friday that possession of explicit
pornography made by exploiting children remains
illegal, but that an individual should not be subject
to criminal prosecution for possession of personal
material that involves non-sexual nudity or private
thoughts.

The first exception the court carved out relates to
material that's created privately, and is not for
distribution, such as stories, diaries, drawings
and paintings.

The second exception is for material which involve
teenagers over the age of 14 who privately record their
own sexual activities.  The second exception answers
criticisms that the child porn law captured teen
couples, even married ones, who may record otherwise
lawful sexual activity.  The age of consent in Canada
is 14, but the age at which people can consent to
appear in erotic material is 18.

Sharpe was charged more than five years ago with two
counts of possession of child pornography and two of
possession for the purpose of distribution.  He will
now be retried on the same charges that were dismissed
in 1999.  The retired city planner said he would
defend himself at the trial and plead "not guilty."

The charges were laid after police raided his
Surrey, B.C. home and seized photos of two naked boys
who police claimed "appeared to be under 18".  Sharpe
says the two were in their late teens and were consenting
lovers.  Police also seized 17 stories about underage
sexual activity, written by Sharpe.

Reaction to the ruling from child-welfare advocates was
mixed, with some expressing relief that the law had not
been struck down, and other insisting that huge loopholes
had been left for clever pedophiles.

Federal Justice Minister Anne McLellan said she would
consult provincial and territorial attorneys-general,
as well as law-enforcement agencies, to determine if
any "further action," such as a redrafted, clarified
law to reflect Friday's judgment, might be necessary.

The Criminal Code currently defines child pornography
as a photo, film, video or other visual representation
"that shows a person who is or is depicted as being
under the age of 18 ... and is engaged in or is
depicted as engaged in explicit sexual activity."

Further, "any written material or visual representation
that advocates or counsels sexual activity" with a
minor was considered child pornography, no matter who
wrote it or for what purpose.

About 100 similar pornography charges across Canada
have been on hold pending the high court's ruling.  The
Supreme Court's exceptions to the law will now be
applied by judges case by case.

--

Full ruling online:

http://www.lexum.umontreal.ca/csc-scc/en/rec/texte/sharpe.en.txt

[...]

_On the exceptions_:

[...] s.  163.1(4) should be upheld on the basis that
the definition of "child pornography" in s.  163.1
should be read as though it contained an exception for:

(1) any written material or visual representation
created by the accused alone, and held by the accused
alone, exclusively for his or her own personal use; and

(2) any visual recording, created by or depicting the
accused, provided it does not depict unlawful sexual
activity and is held by the accused exclusively for
private use.

These two exceptions apply as well to the offence of
"making" child pornography under s.  163.1(2) (but not
to printing, publishing or possessing child pornography
for the purpose of publication).  The exceptions will
not be available where a person harbours any intention
other than mere private possession.

[...]

_Summary_*

128     I would summarize my conclusions with respect
to s.

163. 1(4) in general terms as follows:

1     The offence prohibits the possession of
photographs, film, videos and other visual
representations that show or depict a person under the
age of 18 engaged in explicit sexual activity.  Visual
representations of any activity that falls short of
this threshold are not caught.  Thus, representations
of casual intimacy, such as depictions of kissing or
hugging, are not covered by the offence.

2     The offence prohibits the possession of visual
representations that feature, as a dominant
characteristic, the depiction of a sexual organ or the
anal region of a person under the age of 18 for a
sexual purpose.  Innocent photographs of a baby in the
bath and other representations of non-sexual nudity are
not covered by the offence.

3     The offence prohibits the possession of written
or visual material that actively induces or encourages
unlawful sexual activity with persons under the age of
18.  Written description that falls short of this
threshold is not covered by the offence.

4     Courts should take an objective approach to
determining whether material falls within the
definition of child pornography.  The question is
whether a reasonable person would conclude, for
example, that the impugned material portrays "explicit"
sexual activity, or that the material "advocates or
counsels" sexual offences with persons under eighteen.
Courts should also take an objective approach in
determining the availability of any statutory defence.

5     The various statutory defences (*i.e. *artistic
merit; educational, scientific or medical purpose; and
public good) must be interpreted liberally to protect
freedom of expression, as well as possession for
socially redeeming purposes.

6     The guarantees provided in ss.  2(*b*)* *and 7 of
the* Charter* require the recognition of two exceptions
to s.

163. 1(4), where the prohibition's intrusion into free
expression and privacy is most pronounced and its
benefits most attenuated:

     (a) The first exception protects the possession of
expressive material created through the efforts of a
single person and held by that person alone,
exclusively for his or her own personal use.  This
exception protects deeply private expression, such as
personal journals and drawings, intended solely for the
eyes of their creator.

     (b) The second exception protects a person's
possession of visual recordings created by or depicting
that person, but only where these recordings do not
depict unlawful sexual activity, are held only for
private use, and were created with the consent of those
persons depicted.

     II These two exceptions apply equally to the
offence of "making" child pornography under s.
163.1(2).

     II Neither exception affords protection to a
person harbouring any other intention than private
possession; any intention to distribute, publish,
print, share or in any other way disseminate these
materials will subject a person to the full force of s.
163.1.

     VII. Conclusion

129     I would uphold s.  163.1(4) on the basis that
the definition of "child pornography" in s.  163.1
should be read as though it contained an exception for:
(1) any written material or visual representation
created by the accused alone, and held by the accused
alone, exclusively for his or her own personal use; and
(2) any visual recording, created by or depicting the
accused, provided it does not depict unlawful sexual
activity and is held by the accused exclusively for
private use.  The constitutional questions should be
answered accordingly.

130     I would therefore allow the appeal and remit
the respondent for trial on all charges.

-------------------------------------------------------------





USA:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_'Virtual porn' case is taken by US Supreme Court_

January 23rd 2001

Taking on a free-speech case, the Supreme Court said
Monday that it will decide whether Congress can ban
computer-generated materials that only appear to show
minors involved in sexual activity.

The Free Speech Coalition, a group of businesses that
create and distribute adult-oriented material,
successfully challenged the measure when the San
Francisco-based Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals ruled
that this portion of the Child Pornography Prevention
Act violated free-speech rights and was
unconstitutional.

"The language of the statute questioned here can
criminalize the use of fictional images that involve no
human being, whether that fictional person is over the
statutory age and looks younger, or indeed, a fictional
person under the prohibited age," the Appeals Court
decision reads.  "Images that are, or can be, entirely
the product of the mind are criminalized."

Following that verdict, the US Justice Department asked
the US Supreme Court to take up the case.

The coalition's lawyer, H.  Louis Sirkin, said: "If
you're not using a real minor, how can you have a
crime?  If it's a computer image and it's virtual
reality, it's still not a real minor, it's not a child
engaged in anything."

The 1996 CPPA law expanded the ban on child pornography
to prohibit any image that "appears to be" or "conveys
the impression" of someone under 18 engaged in sexually
explicit conduct.

--

_Virtual Porn Case Could Have Unforeseen Effects On Technology_

22nd January 2001

High-profile free speech advocates may not be rushing
to defend the rights of those who create
computer-generated child pornography, but legislation
banning such images does raise some troubling free
speech issues, one civil liberties attorney said today.

"Not very many people want to be seen as defending
child pornography," Center for Democracy and Technology
(CDT) attorney Jim Dempsey said today.  "On the
other hand, there is a legitimate issue here where
technology can allow the creation of images, the
production of which do not involve the abuse of a
child."  If technology can be used to create such
imagery without even involving a real child, it
deflates one of the key arguments for criminalizing the
material, he said.

Free Speech Coalition Executive Director William Lyon
said today that, while he understands the reticence of
high-profile civil liberties groups such as the ACLU to
involve themselves with the case, he doesn't agree with
their decision to stay out of the debate over the
legislation.

Under the language of the contested law, the mainstream
film version of Vladimir Nabokov's "Lolita" could be
found to be criminal if was deemed to depict anything
that "appeared to be" illicit sexual contact between
and adult and a child, Lyon argued.

The legislation also shifts the burden of proof in such
a way that artists would be forced to defend the
legality of their works, Lyon said.

--

Comment:

[...] Behind the CPPA law lies the belief that
pedophiles often use child pornography to lower the
inhibitions of children to make them believe it's
normal to engage in sexual activity with adults, the
so-called 'secondary effects' analysis.

Yet even the gung-ho Meese report shows that the use of
sexually explicit photos or films of actual children to
lure other children played "a small part" in the
overall problem involving harm to children (see pages
649-650).

The critical fault in the untested 'secondary effects'
theory is that it shifts the argument focus from
whether the questioned speech or images are
constitutionally protected, to a focus on how the
speech or image might or might not affect those who
may or may not hear it or see it.  Such thinking allows
the avocation of the creation of a whole new legal
regime that creates "thought crimes".

If such 'secondary analysis' ruled the day in
the courts, then we should outlaw the use of alcohol
because it also lowers the inhibitions of children,
breaks up marriages, destroys lives and foments terror
on the highways.  Oh yeah, I forgot, we already tried
to legislate that particular brand of morality, it was
called Prohibition and it was a debacle.

-------------------------------------------------------------





Italy:
-------------------------------------------------------------

26th January 2001

_Supreme Court rules that patting bottoms is not a crime_

Patting someone's bottom is not a crime, Italy's
Supreme Court has ruled.  Judges have decided that so
long as the pat is not prolonged or "of sexual intent"
it is acceptable.

The decision said there was nothing wrong with "a
one-off, unexpected pat on the bottom" provided that it
was not "lustful".

-------------------------------------------------------------





Europe:
-------------------------------------------------------------

January 28th 2001

_Green hero revealed as 1970's kindergarten sex author_

Daniel Cohn-Bendit, MEP for the French Greens, has
admitted that he wrote an article which mentioned
flirtatious encounters with children in the early
Seventies.

The article appeared in the August 1976 edition of the
racy, now defunct cultural-political magazine _das da_,
and talks of how children in the author's care as young
as five had taken on 'erotic characteristics' and soon
developed into more intimate contact from which he did
not walk away.

The article was a spin-off from a best-selling book,
The Big Madness, that Cohn-Bendit wrote in 1975 about
child education.  The book drew on his two-year
experience working in a radical Frankfurt kindergarten
with children aged from two to five.  In the article,
he wrote: 'My constant flirt with all the children soon
took on erotic characteristics.  I could really feel
how from the age of five the small girls had already
learnt to make passes at me.  It's hardly believable.
Most of the time I was fairly defenceless.'

Later he added: 'It has happened to me several times
that a few children opened the flies of my trousers and
started to stroke me.  I reacted differently each time
according to the circumstances, but their desire
confronted me with problems.  I asked them: "Why don't
you play with each other, why have you chosen me and
not other children?"  But when they insisted on it, I
then stroked them.  For that reason I was accused of
perverted behaviour.'

Speaking by phone from his Frankfurt home, where he
lives with his wife and daughter, Cohn-Bendit said on
Friday that the damning paragraphs had been written as
'verbal provocation'.  'It was meant to illustrate the
difficulty of the educator in bringing up children: how
does one accept that children have a sexuality, and
also to recognise the resistance against which
educators have to work.  It was written in an
autobiographical way and wasn't scientific - it was a
literary exaggeration.'

But he added: 'I admit that what I wrote is
unacceptable nowadays.  When I look at those sentences
today, I say to myself, "Hey Danni, that's impossible!"
It's quite legitimate that personalities should be
forced to confront their pasts.'

Cohn-Bendit led the French Greens to their best showing
in the European Parliament in June 1999.  Viewed by
some as _the_ pan-European politician, Cohn-Bendit, 55,
first came to prominence when as a flaming red-haired
student he led the May 1968 demonstrations in Paris,
earning the nickname 'Danni the Red'.

When he was expelled from France as a result he joined
the pacifist German Green movement, entering mainstream
politics in 1971 as Frankfurt's deputy mayor.  In
Frankfurt Cohn-Bendit became involved in debates about
child education, and the kinderladen or child shop - an
anti-authoritarian kindergarten born out of the protest
movement and run by its members.

In 1972 Cohn-Bendit, who was born in the south of
France and has dual French-German nationality, applied
for a position as carer at Frankfurt University's
kinderladen, motivated, he wrote in _das da_, by a
strong conviction that 'the needs of the children of
the left-wing radicals were always neglected'.  He
describes his two years working there as a 'fantastic
experience'.

But after starting the job 'full of energy' he met his
first feelings of ambiguity about the role.  'I
realised I had the need to be accepted by them at all
costs.  I wanted the children to like me and I did
everything to make sure they became dependent on me.'

He told this newspaper that the aim of the kinderladen
was to allow the children to be themselves.  'Our idea
was to let them realise their personalities through
expression of their needs.  Paedophilia was not what
got me going.'

But Cohn-Bendit's former stance on the kinderladen
movement opens up many questions about the social and
sexual attitudes of the post-war generation.  'This was
a time of very far-reaching educational
experimentation,' said Gerd Koenen, a former Seventies
revolutionary and author of a book about the period,
The Red Decade, which is due out in the spring.

'It was normal to find Mao pictures hung on the walls
of the kinderladen,' says Koenen.  'The children were
taken out on to the streets to demonstrate, and in the
more radical kinderladen sexual games became part of
their play.

Cohn-Bendit said the paragraphs were bound to be
misunderstood if they were taken out of context.  'The
desire for change then was so great that sometimes the
resulting changes were far too radical and sometimes
contradicted themselves when anti-authoritarianism was
enforced in some kinderladen.'

He says he maintains contact with some of the children
who were in his care in Frankfurt.  'They say the
experience was very positive for them.  They are
independent and confident people who have done well -
one is a film producer, the other is a well known
musician.'

-------------------------------------------------------------





Japan: statistics:
-------------------------------------------------------------

In 2000, 119 people were arrested on child pornography
violations, including 57 involving the Internet.

-------------------------------------------------------------





UK: (edited for length)
-------------------------------------------------------------

28th January 2001


_Speaking up for girl power_

As Scotland's spokesperson for Generation W, the UK's
first advisory body made up of teenage girls, Emma
Fairgreve shows remarkable media savvy.

When the 15-year-old pupil of St Aloysius College,
Glasgow, felt she had been misrepresented in a national
broadsheet's report about the forum, she dashed off an
e-mail to the editor complaining the journalist had
never contacted her.  An article in the Daily Record
dismissing as juvenile the group's views that the age
of consent be lowered to 12 and condom machines fitted
in the toilets at girls' schools did little to stem her
irritation.

"That was one shocker," says Fairgreve in her first
interview.  "It made us out to be a bunch of
pre-pubescent, hyperactive teenagers who drive the
adults mad."

If Fairgreve is typical of the 12 board members aged
11-17, who are attracting considerable media and
government interest, then nothing could be further from
the truth.

Fairgreve, a member of the Royal Scottish National
Orchestra choir and the Scottish Youth Theatre from
Ballieston, Glasgow, is the kind of teenager most
parents dream of: grown up without being precocious,
endearingly forthright, but fun.

She is also eminently sensible, drinking water because
it's good for her skin (her complexion is flawless) and
taking three science subjects to fall back on if her
planned interior design career goes pear-shaped.

Generation W's second board meeting is due to take
place in March.  The first, at London's Grosvenor
hotel, came in the wake of derided government
initiatives like the 60 million pound "treasure your
virginity" campaign.

It was the first time a UK-wide group of teenagers had
voiced opinions on issues affecting them and the
grown-ups didn't like what they heard.

Fairgreve thinks the government's virginity campaign is
"perhaps even more useless than the Millennium Dome".

A striking girl with thick brown hair, she became a
forum member after logging onto a new internet
magazine, which was inviting readers to send an e-mail
telling its staff all about themselves.  Of the
thousands who wrote in, 20 girls were profiled and 12
were elected to sit on the board, while an additional
100 girls were drafted onto a sub-committee.

When Fairgreve got the letter in the post telling her
she was among the 12, she was "gobsmacked".  "I told
friends but not those at school because they might be a
bit funny.  The ones I did tell were pure like 'On you
go girl'.  They were really supportive."

The other board members were envious of Fairgreve when
she pointed out that because Section 28 had been
repealed in Scotland, there could be more sophisticated
sex education discussions about homosexuality here.  "I
said, 'Excuse me, we get this in Scotland.  If you want
to talk to a teacher about it you can'.  They were
like, 'Wow, I want to live in Scotland'."

The forum has advocated the introduction of condom
machines in girls' school toilets.  The condoms were
for girls' toilets, she explains, because "boys would
only fill them up with water to make balloons".  The
morning-after pill is a tricky issue, she agrees.
However, selling pills over the counter "could save a
lot of heartache".

Fairgreve's views are well thought out and interesting
and are sometimes more liberal than her parents,
according to her mother.

Generation W has already won the support of both the
Westminster parliament and the Scottish executive.
Tessa Jowell, the employment minister, welcomed the
project as a valuable platform for teenage girls while
the Scottish executive says the need to improve sex and
heath education is being recognised.

-------------------------------------------------------------





USA: research summary:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_The joy of not having sex - yet_

_26th January 2001_

Just as every generation of teenagers acts as if it is
the first to discover sex, every generation of
middle-aged adults acts as if it is the first to
discover that teenagers are having sex.  Certainly the
current generation of middle-aged American adults is
acting that way, since teen sex has become something of
a cultural preoccupation here.

The Washington Post ran a front-page story a year or
two ago that chronicled the sexual activities of a
bunch of upper-middle-class 13-year-olds and reported
that a bacchanal of blow jobs was taking place behind
the bike sheds.

Then Talk magazine ran a quivering article entitled
"The Sex Lives of Your Children," in which teenagers
were interviewed in probing detail about their
proclivities.  These tended to the wildly gymnastic, to
the point of actually including gymnasium equipment.  A
reader might well have suspected that the kids in
question were pulling the reporter's leg, whatever else
they were doing to each other's extremities.

This month, the government has made its own
contribution to the teen-sex literature, with a report
by the National Institute of Child Health and Human
Development on teen sexual activity.  In particular,
the report centred on the efficacy of the "virginity
pledge," a swearing-off of sex before marriage that
has, apparently, been in vogue in recent years among
teens, at least those not interviewed by the Washington
Post or Talk magazine.

The virginity movement has been orchestrated since the
early 90s by a Southern Baptist Church group called
True Love Waits, and abetted by the likes of Britney
Spears, who, according to many media reports, intends
to save herself for the marital bed.

The report actually revealed that true love waits only
for a little while - teenagers who take the virginity
pledge postpone sexual relations for, on average, a few
months longer than those who don't.

Taking the pledge had the biggest effect on teenagers
aged between 15 and 17; while 18-year-old pledgers
ended up having sex around the same time as their
non-pledging peers.  And pledgers, when they did
eventually give it up, were *less* likely to engage in
safe sex.

The report also reveals that taking the pledge amounted
to an adoption of style in the face of peer-pressure,
rather than an expression of conviction, something that
will not surprise anyone who has ever experienced
teenage anxiety over owning the right brand of
sneakers.

Teenagers stuck to their virginal guns so long as only
a few kids in their social circle were doing it; once
pledging became mainstream across the school, it
became "uncool" and so stopped making the slightest
difference to behaviour.

And, stunningly, the researchers measured only what
used to be called "technical virginity", and didn't
ask teenagers about engaging in oral sex or mutual
masturbation.  But one look at the racks of teen
magazines would have revealed that what teenagers
are into now isn't celibacy, but a kind of "hot
virginity", in which a girl (or boy) will do anything
but.

Underlying the current public fuss in America about
teen sex seems to be an uneasy titillation. Reading
articles about the "terrible" things that teenagers
are up to - or swearing off - provides a satisfying
opportunity for both prurience and outrage; and so,
for that matter, does writing about them.  It's
nymphet smut with a clean conscience.  If those
readers and writers were honest with themselves,
though, they might admit that the cleanliness of their
consciences is only technical.

-------------------------------------------------------------





Book review:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_Millennials Rising: The Next Great Generation_ by Neil
Howe and William Strauss, New York, Vintage Books, 2000.
415 pages, $14.00.

In an amusing article called "A Nation of Nuts," _New
York Observer_ editor Jim Windolf tallied the number of
Americans allegedly suffering from some kind of mental
disorder.  He had sent away for brochures and
literature from dozens of advocacy agencies and mental
health organizations.  Then he did the math.  Windolf
reported, "If you believe these statistics, 77 percent
of America's adult population is a mess... And we
haven't even thrown in the alien abductees and road
ragers."

Nor have we thrown in the afflicted children.  Add to
Windolf's account the reports from such best-selling
psychologists as Mary Pipher and William Pollack about
the misery and despair of our adolescent children, and
we are bound to conclude that the citizens of this
country are going to Hell in a handbasket.

In distinct contrast to this fashionable pessimism,
_Millennials Rising: The Next Great Generation_,
written by two popular historians and business
consultants, rejects the conventional wisdom that
today's teenagers are violent, surly, irresponsible,
and generally unstable.  Instead, its authors, Neil
Howe and William Strauss, claim that the upcoming
generation, dubbed the Millennials (defined by the
authors as those born after 1982 and before 2001), is,
on the whole, psychologically healthy, optimistic,
law-abiding, racially color-blind, and civic-minded.

The authors argue that Millennials, who should not be
confused with the gloomy, tattooed, pierced, and
dreadlocked kids on MTV (those are the Gen X-ers), have
a penchant for teamwork not seen since the World War II
(WWII) generation.  They are the kids waiting in line
in bookstores at midnight to buy Harry Potter books.
There are approximately seventy-six million of them -
and they are poised to take over American society in
the next two decades.  According to Howe and Strauss,
the Millennials give every indication of being the kind
of "hero generation" that blessed America in the
mid-twentieth century.

Howe and Strauss concede that large numbers of American
kids are still failing in school, taking drugs, and
committing crimes.  They point out, however, that the
number of Millennials so engaged is appreciably less
than the comparable numbers of Baby Boomers who came of
age in the 1960's & 70's) and Gen X-ers who did so in
the 1980s.  As a group, the authors assert, the
Millennials are "demonstrably reversing a wide array of
negative youth trends": they are less criminal, less
profane in their speech, and more committed to academic
achievement.  To the marketers, psychologists, and
criminologists who have predicted a rise in cynicism,
edginess, and antisocial behavior among America's young
people, Howe and Strauss say, "It's not going to
happen."

Howe and Strauss predict that today's duty-minded,
group-oriented teens will actively correct what they
perceive to be the errors of their parents.  They will
favor "trust over cynicism, science over spiritualism,
team over self, duties over rights, honor over feeling,
action over words."

Is this optimism well-founded?  The answer is a
qualified yes.  It is too soon to say more than that,
though early indications are promising.  Each year, the
federal government publishes a compendium of data on
how young people are faring: _America's Children: Key
National Indicators of Well-Being_.  In the past few
years, its surveys on critical areas have shown marked
if not remarkable improvement in the lives of America's
kids.  Serious violent crime among teens has dropped by
more than half since 1993.  In fact, it is now the
lowest since the government began to collect data for
it.

Serious drug abuse is now more of a problem for the
aging Gen Xers and Boomers than for the Millennials.
In 1979, the drug overdose rate in the United States
was approximately the same for teens as for adults.
Today, it is higher for adults.  In 1996, for example,
the overdose rate for forty-somethings was ten times
higher than for teenagers.  "What we need," say Howe
and Strauss, "is a youth committee on adult drug abuse,
not the other way around."

There is also good news about education.  Test scores
keep inching up, including the SATs.  Millennials spend
three times as much time on homework as Gen Xers did.
They are less likely to drop out and more likely to
take high-level math and science courses than the two
previous generations.  (In 1982, for example, 47
percent of American high school graduates took geometry
and 32 percent took chemistry; by 1998, those figures
had increased to 75 percent for geometry and 60 percent
for chemistry.)  Enrollment in prestigious academic
programs such as Advanced Placement is at an all-time
high.

Howe and Strauss acknowledge that education is a mixed
bag today, especially because Millennial girls are
markedly outpacing boys in most areas.  This very
serious gender gap is widening.  The United States
Department of Education predicts that in 2007 there
will be 6.9 million males in college, and 9.1 million
females.  The authors found, "In school, girls are
showing more progress than boys in nearly every area
... To the extent that today's boys get more attention
in the classroom, it tends to be pharmaceutical,
special-ed, compensatory, or disciplinary attention."
The authors predict that the underachievement of
American boys will become a pressing national problem
to be solved by new efforts on their behalf such as
male-friendly pedagogy and a new fashion in all-male
schools.

But the anti-intellectualism and sheer ignorance in
America's schools can hardly be overstated.  In an
authoritative and carefully researched new book, _Left
Back: A Century of Failed School Reforms_, education
scholar Diane Ravitch tells the long, sad, and
infuriating story of the dumbed-down condition of
American students and of the educational theorists who
are ultimately responsible for it.  She writes, "A
society that tolerates anti-intellectualism in its
schools can expect to have a dumbed-down culture that
honors celebrity and sensation rather than knowledge
and wisdom."  _Left Back_ is a sober account of what
has happened - and of what it would take to reverse it.
The authors of _Millennials Rising_ believe that
somehow the new generation will transcend the past, but
they offer no persuasive reason to believe that a
radical turn toward seriousness and respect for
knowledge is in the offing.

Depsite flaws this book is, at the very least, a
healthy antidote for what we have been hearing: that
the Millennials are a "juvenile time bomb," and that a
large new group of "super-predators" are on the way.
Many social analysts chose to see the Columbine
shootings, for example, as an unmasking of the true
dark character of today's young people.  According to
Howe and Strauss, the catastrophists are way off the
mark.  There is no iceberg.  There is no time bomb.
The Millennials are too busy doing volunteer work,
taking music lessons, and SAT preparatory courses to be
plotting crimes.

Well, not all, perhaps.  But this is a cheerful book,
full of healthy wishful thinking and many welcome and
refreshing truths about the next generation.

-------------------------------------------------------------





Movie review:
-------------------------------------------------------------

25th January 2001

_L.I.E._

Directed by Michael Cuesta.
Shown in competition at the Sundance Film Festival.

Running time: 108 mins.

What could have been just another of the countless
coming-of-age tracts churned out on the indie-sector
conveyor belt each year becomes a deeply nuanced drama
full of original angles in Michael Cuesta's
accomplished feature bow, "L.I.E."

Skillfully negotiating a thin line between the abhorrent
and the sympathetic, this superbly acted film is likely
to provoke discussion through its courageous depiction of
an unapologetic pedophile as an oddly honorable man.

Balancing pathos with humor and edgy, morally
confrontational drama, this poignant account of growing
up off the Long Island Expressway represents a
commercial challenge, but one that could pay off on a
modest level with critical support and careful
positioning._

An experienced photographer and commercials director,
Cuesta initially teamed with his brother Gerald on the
screenplay before bringing in Stephen M. Ryder, a
former cop who's now a professional writer.  Result is
an uncommonly perceptive script, rich in observation
about the confusion of growing up, friendship,
infatuation, love, parenting and guidance, as well as
the search for an alternative in the absence of that
guidance.

Most provocatively, the film deals with a middle-age
ex-Marine -- masterfully played by Brian Cox -- whose
proclivities run to young boys, but whose paternal
instincts kick in when he perceives the need in a
troubled 15-year-old.

The older character's tragic outcome could be
interpreted as the filmmakers' way of protecting
themselves against charges of inviting empathy for a
figure branded by society as the most vile of
criminals.  But more so than in Todd Solondz's
"Happiness," the overall treatment of pedophilia, while
far from condoning, boldly challenges standard
preconceptions, inviting a broader understanding than
most audiences will have going in.

[ snip of extensive (spoiler) description of the plot ]

-------------------------------------------------------------





Art Gallery review:
-------------------------------------------------------------

January 22nd 2001

_I Am A Camera_

Saatchi Gallery, London (020-7624 8299) until 25 March,
new exhibition of photographs and related works, titled
"I am a Camera".

[...] the bright, sun-drenched photographs of the
American newcomer Tierney Gearon, which take
conventional delight and amusement in her small
children as they mess around, play games, piss, take
baths and so on.  Some of the shots are like little
accidental jokes - a young boy stands naked and arms
akimbo on a brick wall in front of an indulgently
smiling adult, in the manner of a putto or a Manneken
Pis - and some of them, semi-staged, have a mild tang
of the bizarre that some viewers have, it seems, been
finding disconcerting.  Others, more alarmist, have
spluttered about "paedophilia," on the flimsy grounds
that the Tierney children often run around naked; a
response which exceeds legitimate caution about the
public display of unclad children and gallops headlong
into the absurd.  Gearon set out simply with the
ambition shared by umpteen other photographers of
simply documenting her family's life, especially on
holidays.  The project only took on a slightly dreamier
and more fantastical dimension when she began asking
them to pose with masks and interact with others in
cryptic little pseudo-narratives.

This confession may sound too innocent to be true in
today's theory-clotted world, but I'm inclined to
believe it; some of the pleasing oddity of this work
has the feeling of something scooped up fresh from the
unconscious.  When you see her son, in Sesame Street
underpants, encountering an old geezer holding a
predatory bird mask to his face, you're less inclined
to dig around for the encoded statement (there isn't
one) than just enjoy the authentic frisson that the
early Surrealists used to aim for before they became
too grouchy and factional.

With luck, we'll be seeing a lot more from Gearon in
the next few years.

The rest of the Saatchi show encompasses work of
extremely variable quality [...]

-------------------------------------------------------------
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'Dalderious' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

Ianthe noted, of Lewis Carroll:
>>[ He had several such "grown up" child friends.
>> Given that he knew literally thousands of little
>> girls, it would have been impossible for him to
>> keep them all as friends and correspondents as
>> they grew up.  He would have had no time for
>> anything else!]

He did seem to register some 30,000 letters in his
latter years.  That's sent and received.  I think it
averaged out to about ten a day.  So, whilst he didn't
respond to them all regularly, he did seem to keep up
with quite a few of them.  I remember reading one where
he mentioned that he was sorry about not responding for
a few months.

His letters are actually interesting.  It's amazing
that he had so much in each letter, considering how
many he sent.  One of the larger collections is
entitled "The Letters of Lewis Carroll in Two Volumes",
which is self-explanatory.

'Dalderious'
--------------------------------------------------------





'Yuri' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

From the news:

>USA:
>14th January 2001
>_DA prosecutes mom who gave teen son condoms_

Ah, American insanity, how typical.

There was one Canadian news item of note this week:
Canada's first trial (to my knowledge) involving a
police sting operation designed to entice someone into
attempting to procure the sexual services of a minor,
but there never actually was a minor.  While this has
been commonplace in the U.S., this is the first such
case (to my knowledge) in Canada, and is bound to end
up in Ottawa.  Maybe Ianthe can dig up some articles,
or something?

>Letter:
>Sir: Regarding "sex tourism" and the sexual exploitation
>of children, your writer makes a case supporting the
>French penal code, which applies France's laws to its
>citizens even when they are abroad.
<snip>
>Applying the laws of a person's homeland, even while he
>is abroad, sets a haunting precedent for citizens of
>repressive states: no matter how far you wander the
>earth, you can never taste the natural freedoms that
>others enjoy.

If my understanding is correct, it actually has been
part of international law for a long time that a
country has a right to enforce its laws on its own
citizens even while abroad.  I know that as Canadians,
even though we do not have any specific laws dealing
with actions done outside Canada, we are expected to
follow Canadian laws even while abroad, unless they
contradict the laws of the land where we are at the
time.  For example, if I were to do an act in a foreign
country which was a crime in Canada but not in the
country where I was, I could be prosecuted for it on my
return to Canada as if the act had occurred in Canada.
The only exception to this would be if the said act
were a legal requirement in the country where I was
travelling, ie if I had a legal requirement to do it
where I was, or be punished for not doing it, then I
would not face prosecution at home.

The only difference in some of these laws (the U.S. one
is an example) is that they enforce a higher standard
abroad.  ie, they are making an act which is legal in
the home country a crime when done abroad.  It would be
as if Canada were to tell its citizens they could not
have sex with someone under 18 years old abroad, while
the age of consent in Canada is only 14. Such a law
would likely not pass constitutional muster here.  So,
I am curious as to how the French law is worded.  Does
anyone here know?

--

'Rawdog' wrote:
>>'Rawdog' wrote:
>>>'Yuri' wrote:
>>>where there is a professional
>>>relationship of unequal positions that, IMHO,
>>> precludes a personal romantic relationship.
>
>>The reality of the situation is that if two human beings
>>are drawn inexorably together, position and/or age
>>become meaningless.
>
>>>Actually, I have been in this situation before.
>
>So have I.
>
>>>Luckily, I was also in a position where I could remove
>>>myself from the professional relationship before
>>>responding to the advances of the other person.  It has
>>>to be one or the other: you can't "have your cake and
>>>eat it too".
>
>Who says?  Society?  You?  The law?

I do.  After all, I was the one in the situation, and I
am the one who has to look at myself in the mirror in
the morning.  Society also says.  As Lord Hewitt, of
the King's Bench, once said: "Justice should not only
be done, but should manifestly and undoubtedly be seen
to be done."  Or as Law & Order's DA Schiff is fond of
saying: "It's not only the impropriety, but the
appearance of impropriety."  It has nothing to do with
wether or not I had any intention of abusing my
authority.  The mere fact of my being in such a
position is, in and of itself, preclusive to any other
non-professional interaction with any one of the group
over which I have such authority.  Besides the
potential for abuse, not of power, but of the
relationship, by either party, there is also the very
real problem of any appearance of favouritism.  Any
non-professional relationship would essentially destroy
any effectiveness I would have had as a leader and a
person in a position of authority.

>In your case, if you had no intention of abusing your
>position of authority, then there should have been no
>'ethical' reason for leaving.  I was not in a position
>where I could leave.
>
>You must be willing to risk opprobrium, arrest, jail,
>loss of job.

Who says?  Society?  You?  The law?  Why should one
have to risk that in any relationship?  (Keep in mind
that I am arguing from the viewpoint of the elimination
of a hard age of consent).

> You also need to be willing to accept
>the extreme joy, the fear, the emotional stress and
>the incredible heights and depths to which you will
>both take, and be taken, in such a relationship.

That comes with any relationship, it is not exclusive
to intergenerational ones.

>
>>>Responding to Kim's advances while he is still in a
>>>professional relationship is the ethical dilemma here,
>>>if he wants to respond, he needs to terminate the
>>>professional relationship first, then he can respond.
>
>Personally, I find the dilemma here no more ethically
>challenging than any inter-generational relationship.
>If the guy in the position of authority is not actually
>abusing power, then what's the problem?  The
>*perception* that power _may_ be abused?  I'm not
>interested in  "perceptions."  You are either abusing
>power or you are not.

If I understand you correctly, you are saying that in
any intergenerational relationship, there is
automatically a difference in power?  Why?  I agree
with you that there is a difference in experience and
life outlook, but show me two people of any age who
have the same experience and life outlook.  It does not
imply, in and of itself, a difference in power.  At
least, no more than in any relationship.

>>A teacher may argue as he will, but the fact is there
>>is a huge gap in experience as well as life outlook
>>between a teenager and himself.  This is what needs to
>>be grappled with, not the fact that the guy supposedly
>>wields some kind of magic power over her because of his
>>authority.
>
>>>If that is the case, then that would apply to all
>>>inter-generational relationships, would it not?  Should
>>>we then ban all such relationships?
>
>Yes, I believe it would apply.  Inter-generational
>relationships are fraught with inherent problems that
>revolve around age, outlook and experience.  It is this
>which has to be grappled with in every case.  But
>grappling with something does not mean banning it.  It
>means finding a way through the difficulty, the social
>stigma, the inherent differences between man and lg;
>finding and worshiping the spark that is between two
>people regardless of the difficulties, the social
>stigma, and the false, so called 'ethical' standards
>imposed by society.  As long as power is not abused,
>there is no greater ethical breach here than there is
>in any older man loving a younger girl.

I agree with this paragraph in its entirety.  No
question.  However, what I am saying has to do not with
inter-generational relationships, but with mixing a
professional and non-professional relationship with the
same person, whether it be inter-generational or not.
These are apples and oranges.

You seem to be quick to dismiss society.  While I do
not agree with everything in society, the fact remains
that we live in a society.  Unless one is prepared to
go off and live completely on their own, then one must
interact with society.  It is unavoidable.  So while we
all have a duty to improve society, and we can and
should work towards change which we think should
happen, we cannot completely thumb our noses at
society.


'Yuri'
-------------------------------------------------------





'Sanctuary' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

'Yuri' wrote:
>>Second, its hard to be a father figure and a lover at
>>the same time.  Trust me on that one.
>
>I agree.  IMHO, that is the main reason that the
>relationship between Humbert and Lolita failed: he
>tried to be her lover and her stepfather at the same
>time.  It just doesn't work.

Humbert was also jealous and possessive; a volatile
combination.

On a previously discussed note.  How is one supposed to
meet potential friends except in traditional
relationships such as family or school?  There are no
social clubs for children and adults and it is getting
increasingly risky to loiter in public parks where
children are present.  I agree that there is a dilemma
to face when having to enforce rules as a parent and
wanting to allow your lover total freedom, but don't
all relationships have a degree of advice versus
freedom to make independent choices?  Teachers must
advise on what is the best course in life (or at least
the subject they're teaching) versus allowing their
students the opportunity to think independently.  I
will continue to contend that if children have the
opportunity to either accept or reject any relationship
then the only harm comes from a society that will not
distinguish between love and abuse.

I long for the day when any person will be free to form
a relationship with any other person in peace.

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------





'P' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

This is my first posting.

I know the most wonderful 9 yo girl.  But in just four
months it will be all over.  A big depression is on its
way for me.  And there is no-one in this world, I can
talk to about it.  Except you.

I will explain: I am a 42 yo male, living in
Scandinavia, working on an after-school institution.
The children attending the institution for four years,
then they must move to a club for older children.  My
girl must move in June 2001.  Then she will be gone.
Perhaps she makes a few visits after this date, but
that will not be the same.

Let me describe the girl.  Her name is "S".  She is a
handsome slim, blond girl, with short hair and a rather
tomboyish look.  She can be a very polite and "sweet"
girl, but she is also a very living, a very funny and
active girl.  She dances with the girls and plays
football with the boys.  She wrestles and swears and
can 'go for' a boy one day - and then play with
Barbie-dolls the next day.

My institution has many children, and it is very
unprofessional of me to be so fond of just one child.
I must hide my affection most of the time, but
everybody (children and adults) knows, that I like "S"
very much - and that she likes me too.  There are no
sexual implications - and no need for there to be -
because I am not interested in having sex with a child.

My big problem is just, that I think about her almost
all the time.  Christmas holiday was hell.  When I am
together with her at work - I just have to see her, to
check out that she is OK and happy - then everything is
all right for me.  (And I can do some work with other
kids too - even boys!)  But the thought of losing her
in just four short months is unbearable.

I have tried this before - to lose girls that I was
very attracted to.  Once [because of such a loss] I
slipped into a suicidal depression, that lasted for six
months.  I fear that will happen again for me this
time.

So I count the days, and as the banner on the church in
the film "On The Beach" says: "There is still time".
But the time is running out...

I write you more about S and my problem soon.

'P'
------------------------------------------------------

   [ You are very lucky to be able to anticipate and
     prepare for this loss.  The solution seems to be
     to either 1) take a four-month summer activity
     holiday from June to September, perhaps where
     there are no or few lg's (wouldn't an after-school
     club take a break from meeting, during the Summer
     Holidays, anyway?  or  2) start to cultivate
     the attentions of another 'special girl'. ]





'mneme' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

This letter marks my return after a long absence.

You'll never guess where I've been: being evaluated by
my family for a developmental disorder called
Asperger's Syndrome.  They are trying to pin this
GENETICALLY TRANSMITTED disorder on my relationship
with my father's business partner (for those of you who
don't know me, I was his lg; I was aged two.)

I've just caught up on my reading these postings and
have these comments:

It's never a good idea to go "all the way" with an lg;
she will remember that pain more than anything else.
It does hurt... until puberty.  my "uncle" never did,
but when I was eight, there was a man who tried with
his finger.  OWWCH!  I tried my best to keep him away
from my then-five-year- old sister.  (I failed.  She IS
scarred; this was no paedophile but a rapist.  Happily,
she has recovered enough to marry and have an amazing
son, now about a year and a half old.)  nothing wrong
with fondling, though.

I love seeing children playing.  it's not an erotic
feeling, I'm just happier because I see cute, happy
little ones doing whatever they want - and usually this
involves running around, pretending one sort of toy is
something it's not designed for by adults.  (I once saw
a small rocking-chair balanced upside-down on a child's
head to be a roman centurion's helmet.)  this sort of
creativity is very special.

Lg's peeing: hmmm, sorry, no personal experience in
that area.  But he could've been listening from outside
the bathroom.  I DO remember wondering how come when I
peed in the toilet, the water didn't turn yellow like
it did when a grown-up peed.

Since I score well enough for MENSA on IQ tests, I've
been wondering if anyone finds signs of mental maturity
in an lg more attractive or less?  My guess would be
less, but I've been wrong before.

I'm a grown woman, and I can't find a man who will
appreciate me while being okay with my unorthodox views
on paedophilia.  Even otherwise-kind gl's see me as a
means to a better end.  I'm not an lg anymore, but I
deserve love and attention, too!

'mneme'
------------------------------------------------------






'Tsarevitch' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

Howdy again from Puritansville.

'Lloyd' wrote:
>(Hmmm, does anyone know if you can take sexual abnormalities back
>to the shop and exchange them?)

Sorry, if you unwrapped the 'packaging' and start to
play with your 'toys,' but I hear - according to the
return policy at sexualorientations-r-s.com - that
your sexual deviation becomes not returnable after
7 days :-)

--

A very intelligent syndicated National Public Radio
program, the Connection, had dedicated one hour today
(Thurs.  January 25, '01) on the state of girlhood
these days.

Here is an excerpt of the shows summary to peak your
interest into down-loading the program when it is
archived at:

http://www.theconnection.org/archive/2001/01/0125b.shtml

"Put aside those headlines about girls' eating
disorders, low self- esteem and self-mutilation.  The
three McPhee sisters say there's another story to tell
about girls today.  These McPhee's - 30-something
professionals, all married, all mothers - made their
own sisterly trek across America to take their own
sample, and found, so it turned around, all sorts of
ordinary girls doing extraordinary things.

... These girls ... were not afraid of achievement,
admitted no obstacles to their ambitions.  Moreover,
they loved being girls!  These girls, says one of the
sisters Martha McPhee "believe in themselves with a
confidence that is terrifically empowering."  They're
"intrepid - dynamic and invincible."  Sugar and spice
2001, here."

Based on the sisters' book, "Girls," found here:

http://shop.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/isbnInquiry.asp?userid=4LMBNQH
O4S&mscssid=257WH5RF7R9F9LLR66KGXD8H5R3JA40D&isbn=0375501673

--

A literary temptation of another kind popped onto my
radar screen when visiting on of a big chain of book
stores.  I was shopping for a non lg related book
(Really!  We should coin an alternative term for
describing non-gl items and ideas, a kind of lg version
of the word secular - secular being a term to describe
things non-religious in nature).

   [ 'normi-cular' ? ;-) ]

While walking to the appropriate shelf, the sight of
"The Care and Keeping of You: The Body Book for Girls
(American Girl Library Series)" nearly knocked me off
my feet.  The cover, 3 cartoon pre-teen cuties dressed
only in wet towels.  Okay, maybe its not in the
category of "Lolita" but the idea (the ever so fleeting
idea) of actually buying and coveting this sex/health
book for pre-teens made me giddy and weak knee-ed.

http://shop.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/isbnInquiry.asp?userid=4LMBNQH
O4S&mscssid=257WH5RF7R9F9LLR66KGXD8H5R3JA40D&isbn=1562476661

Okay!  I am a coward as I am afraid to even buy
"Lolita" out of fear that someone might notice it in my
bookcase and make a connection.  I am still surprised
that I bought on DVD - "The Tin Drum," "Lawn Dogs,"
"Happiness," and the relatively tame "The Parent Trap"
a couple of years ago!  Yes, of course, the Lindsey
Lohan version if you have to ask!

Other then these tidbits, my supposedly delightful week
has been pretty boring and tame.

Stay delighted,

'Tsarevitch'
-----------------------------------------------------








--
ASGL-L

